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COMMENTARIES 


“9 
ON THE 


LAWS or ENGLAND. 


BOOK THE THIRD. 


or PRIVATE WRONGS. 


CHAPTER THE FIRST. 


OF THE REDRESS or PRIVATE WRONGS 
BY THE MERE ACT OF THE PARTIES. 


AF the opening of these commentaries* municipal law was in 
general defined to be, “ a rule of civil conduct, prescribed 
‘‘by the supreme power in a state, commanding what is 


‘‘ ght, and prohibiting what is wrong ’.” From hence there- 


fore it followed, that the primary objects of the law are the 
establishment of rights, and the prohibition of wrongs. And 
this occasioned * the distribution of these collections inté two 
general heads; under the former of which we have already 
considered the rights that were defined and established, and 
inder the latter are now to consider the wrongs that are for- 
bidden, and redressed by the laws of England. 


* Introd § 2. Bract. i. I. c. 3. 


b Sanctw gusta, yubens honesta, et pro- © Book J. ch.1. 
hibens contraria. Cic.11. Philipp. 12. (1) 


(1) 1 imagine this to be a misquotation of the following passage : — Est 
enim lex nihil aliud, msi recta, et 4 numine Deorum tracta ratio, im- 
perans honesta, prohibens contraria Phi xi 12. 

VOL. II. ’ B 


[3] 


Wrones are divisible into two sorts or species; przvate 
wrongs, and public wrongs. ‘The former are an infringement 
or privation of the private or civil rights belonging to indivi- 
duals, considered as individuals; and are thereupon frequently 
termed czvil znjurzes : the latter are a breach and violatich of 
public rights and duties, which affect the whole community, 
considered as a community; and are distinguished by the 
harsher appellation of crzmes and mzsdemesnors. 'To investi- 
gate the first of these species of wrongs, with their legal 
remedies, will be our employment in the present book ; and 
the other species will be reserved till the next or concluding 
volume. 


THE more effectually to accomplish the redress of aie 
injuries, courts of justice are instituted in every civilize 

society, in order to protect the weak from the insults of the 
stronger, by expounding and enforcing those laws by which 
rights are defined, and wrongs prohibited. This remedy is 
therefore principally to be sought by application to these 
courts of justice; that is, by civil suit or action. For which 
reason our chief employment in this volume will be to con- 
sider the redress of private wrongs, by sw or action in courts. 
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But as there are certain injuries of such a nature, thet some 
of them furnish, and others require, a more speedy remedy, 
than can be had in the ordinary forms of justice, there is al- 
lowed in those cases an extrajudicial or eccentrical kind of 
remedy ; of which I shall first of all treat, before I consider 
the several remedies by suit: and, to that end, shall distribute 
the redress of private wrongs into three several species : first, 
that which is obtained by the mere act of the partzes them- 
selves ; secondly, that which is effected by the mere act and 
operation of Jaw, and thirdly, that which arises from suzt or 
actton in courts, which consists in a conjunction of the other 
two, the act of the parties co-operating with the act of law. 


Anp, first, of that redress of private injufies, which is ob- 
tained by the mere act of the parties. This is of two sorts ; 
first, that which arises from the act of the injured party only ; 
and, secondly, that which arises from the joint act of all the 
parties together: both which I shall consider in their order. 


Or the first sort, or that which arises from the sole act of 
the injured party, is, 


I. Tue defence of one’s self, or the mutual and reciprocal 
defence of such as stand in the relations of husband and wife, 
parent and child, master and servant. In these cases, if the 
party himself, or any of these his relations, be forcibly at- 
tacked in his person or property, it is lawful for him to repel 
force by force; and the breach of the peace, which happens, 
is chargeable upon him only who began the affray*. For the 
law, in this case, respects the passions of the human mind (2); 
and (when external violence is offered to a man himself, or 
those to whom he bears a near connection) makes it lawful 
in him to do himself that immediate justice, to which he is 


49 Roll. Abr. 546. 1 Hawk. P.C. c.60. 8.23. 


(2) It is, perhaps, too much to say that the law, in these cases, “ respects 
human passions,” or permits the injured party to do himself “ justice ;”’ 
the “ passions” prompt to revenge, and “justice” implies punishment to 
the aggressor, and amends to the person injured; but the law, as it 1s stated 
truly a few lines lower down, permits self-defence only, and warrants 
nothing farther. . 

5 4 
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prompted by nature, and which no prudential motives are 
strong enough to restrain. It considers that the future process 
of law is by no means an adequate remedy for injuries ac- 
companied with force; since it is impossible to say, to what 
wanton lergths of rapine or cruelty outrages of this sort might 
be carried, unless it were permitted a man immediately to 
oppose one violence with another. Self-defence, therefore, 
as it is justly called the primary law of nature, so it is not, 
neither can it be in fact, taken away by the law of society. 
In the English law, particularly, it is held an excuse for 
breaches of the peace, nay even for homicide itself: but care 
must be taken, that the resistance does not exceed the bounds 
of mere defence and prevention; for then the defender would 


himself become eh aggressor. 


II. Recaption or reprisal is another species of remedy by 
the mere act of the party injured. This happens, when any 
one hath deprived another of his property in goods or chattels 
personal, or wrongfully detains one’s wife, child, or servant : 
in which case the owner of the goods, and the husband, pa- 
rent, or master, may lawfully claim and retake them, wherever 
he happens to find them; so it be not in a riotous manner, 
or attended with a breach of the peace*. The reason for this 
is obvious; since it may frequently happen that the owner 
may have this only opportunity of doing himself justice: his 
goods may be afterwards conveyed away or destroyed; and 
this wife, children, or servants, concealed or carried out of 
his reach ; if he had no speedier remedy than the ordinary 
process of law. If therefore he can so contrive it as to gain 
possession of his property again without force or terror, the 
law favours and will justify his proceeding. But, as the pub- 
lic peace is a superior consideration to any one man’s pri- 
vate property; and as, if individuals were once allowed to 
use private force as a remedy for private injuries, all social 
justice must cease, the strong would give law to the weak, 
and every man would revert to a state of nature; for these 
reasons it is provided, that this natural right of recaption shall 
never be exerted, where such exertion must occasion strife 
and bodily contention, or endanger the peace of society. If 
for instance, my horse is taken away, and I find him in a 
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common, a fair, or apyblic inn, I may lawfully seize him to 
my own use; but I cannot justify breaking open a private sta- 
ble, or entering on the grounds ofa third person, to take him, 
except he be feloniously stolen‘; but must have recourse to an 
action at law. 


III. As recaption is a remedy given to the party himself, 
for an injury to his personal property, so, thirdly, a remedy of 
the same kind for injuries to real property, is by entry on 
lands and tenements, when another person without any right 
has taken possession thereof. ‘This depends in some measure 
on like reasons with the former; and, like that too, must be 
peaceable and without force. There is some nicety required 
to define and distinguish the cases, in which such entry is law- 
ful or otherwise; it will therefore be more fully considered in a 
subsequent chapter; being only mentioned in this place for the 
sake of regularity and order. 


IV. A rourtsH species of remedy by the mere act of the 
party injured, is the abatement, or removal of nusances, What 
nusances are, and their several species, we shall find a more 
proper place to inquire under some of the subsequent divisions. 
At present I shall only observe, that whatsoever unlawfully an 
noys or doth damage to another is a nusance; and such nu- 
sance may be abated, that is, taken away or removed, by the 
party aggrieved thereby, so as he commits no riot in the doing 
of it®, If a house or wall is erected so near to mine that it 
stops my antient lights, which is a private nusance, I may enter 
my neighbour’s land, and peaceably pull it down®. Or ifa 
new gate be erected across the public highway, which is a 
common nusance, any of the king’s subjects passing that way, 
may cut it down and destroy it'. And the reason why the law 
allows this private and summary method of doing one’s self [ 6 ] 
justice, is because injuries of this kind, which obstruct or an- 
noy such things as are of daily convenience and use, require 
an immediate remedy ; and cannot wait for the slow progress 
of the ordinary forms of justice. 

2 Roll Rep.55, 56. 208. 2 Roll, 1» Salk. 459. 

Abr. 565, 566. i Cro. Car. 184, 


© 5Rep. 101. 9 Rep. 55. 
B 3 
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Y. A rirru case, in which the law allows a man to be his 
own avenger, or to minister redress to himself, is that of dis- 
treining cattle or goods for non-payment of rent, or other du- 
ties; or, distreining another's cattle damage-feasant, that Is, 
doing damage, or trespassing, upon his land. The former 
intended for the benefit of landlords, to prevent tenants 
from secreting or withdrawing their effects to his prejudice ; 
the latter arising from the necessity of the thing itself, 
as it might otherwise be impossible at a future time to ascer- 
tain whose cattle they were that committed the trespass or 


damage. 


As the law of distress is a point of great use and consequence, 
I shall consider it with some minuteness: by inquiring, first, 
for what injuries a distress may be taken; secondly, what things 
may be distreined; and thirdly, the manner of taking, dispos- 
ing of, and avoiding distresses. 


1. AnD, first, it is necessary to premise, that a distress’, 
districtzo, is the taking a personal chattel out of the possession 
of the wrong-doer into the custody of the party injured, to 
procure a satisfaction for the wrong committed. 1. The 
most usual injury, for which a distress may be taken, is that 
of non-payment of rent. It was observed in a former volume *, 
that distresses were incident by the common law to every rent- 
service, and by particular reservation to rent-charges also; but 
not to rent-seck, till the statute 4Geo.II. c.28. extended the 
same remedy to all rents alike, and thereby in effect abolished 
all material distinction between them. So that now we 
may lay it down as an universal principle, that a distress may 
be taken for any kind of rent in arrear; the detaining whereof 

f 7 ] beyond the day of payment is an injury to him that is entitled 
to receive it. (3) 2 For neglecting to do suit to the lord’s 


} The thing itself taken by this pro- * Book II. ch, 3. 
cess, as well as the process itself, 1s in our 
law-books very frequently called a distress. 





(5) But to entitle a party to distrein, there must be rent due in the legal 
sense of that word. One man may be in the possession of another’s fiouse 
or 
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court', or other certain personal service™, the lord may 
distrein, of common right. 3. For amercements in a court- 
Yeet a distress may be had of common right; but not for 
amercements in a court-baron, without a special prescription 
to warrant it". 4. Another injury, for which distresses may 
be taken, is where a man finds beasts of a stranger wandering 
in his grounds, demage-feasant ; that is, doing him hurt or 
damage, by treading down his grass, or the like; in which 
case the owner of the soil may distrein them, till satisfaction 
be made him for the injury he has thereby sustained. 5. Lastly, 
for several duties and penalties inflicted by special acts of par- 
lament, (as for assessments made by commissioners of sewers °, 
or for the relief of the poor ?,) remedy by distress and sale is 
given; for the particulars of which we must have recourse to 
the statutes themselves: remarking only, that such distresses 1 
are partly analogous to the antient distress at common law, 
as being repleviable and the lke; but more resemble the 
common law process of execution, by seising and selling 
the goods of the debtor under a writ of fierz facias, of which 
hereafter. 


2. SECONDLY; as to the things which may be distreined, 
or taken in distress, we may lay it down as a general rule, 
that all chattels personal are liable to be distreined, unless par- 
ticularly protected or exempted. Instead therefore of men- 
tioning what things are distreinable, it will be easier to re- 
count those which are not so, with the reason of their par- 
ticular exemptions’. And, 1. As every thing which is 


} Bro. Abr. txt. Destress. 15. P Stat. 43 Eliz. c, 2. 
m™ Co. Litt 96. 9 1 Burr, 589. 
" Brownl. 36. Y Co. Litt. 47. 


o Stat. 7 Ann. c.10 


or land with his consent, and may be bound to render him such a sum for 
the use and occupation of it, as a jury shall deem to be a proper equiva- 
lent for the rent; but if there be no actual demise, nor any contract for a 
demise amounting to as much, and no fixed rent has been agreed on or paid, 
the owner cannot distrein. For in his avowry to an action of replevin for 
such distress, he would be bound to state an actual tenancy, and the definite 
terms of it, which it would be impossible to do under such a relation as 
above supposed. — Hegan v. Johnson, 2 Taunt. 148 Dunk v. Hunter, 
SB.&A, 322. | : 
B 4 
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distreined is presumed to be the property of the wrong-doer, 
it will follow that such things wherein no man can have an 


absolute and valuable property (as dogs, cats, rabbits, and 
all animals fere nature) cannot be distreined. Yet if deer 
{ 8 ] (which are fere nature) are kept in a private inclosure for 
the purpose of sale or profit, this so far changes their nature, 
by reducing them to a kind of stock or merchandize, that 
they may be distreined for rent*. 2. Whatever is in the per- 
sonal use or occupation of any man, is for the time privileged 
and protected from any distress; as an axe with which a man 
is cutting wood, or a horse while a man is riding him. But 
horses drawing a cart, may (cart and all) be distremed for 
rent-arrere; and also, if a horse, though a man be riding him, 
be taken damage-feasant, or trespassing in another’s grounds, 
the horse (notwithstanding his rider) may be distreined and 
led away to the pound'.(4) Valuable things in the way of 
trade shall not be liable to distress.(5) As a horse standing 


© Davis v. Powel, C.’B. Hil 11 Geo. II. t 1 Sid. 440. 


(4) In the case cited for this position, it is added, that 1t seems the horse 
shall be led to the pound with the rider upon him. But the whole passage 
is only an extra-judicial opinion of the Chief Justice Kelynge, and 1s directly 
contrary to a case cited from the Year Book 7 E 3 in Rolle’s Abridgment, 
tit. Distres. A. pl 4., and the point being expressly brought under consi. 
deration in the case of Storey v. Robinson, 6 T R 138 , 1t was there deter- 
mined that such a distress would be illegal, as leading almost imevitably to 
a breach of the peace. — See the authorities on the subject collected in 
Mr. Hargrave’s notes, 293 & 294. Co. Litt. 47. a. 

(s) This expression is inaccurate, but the examples which follow show 
the meaning of the author, and the principle on which it rests. In Mr. 
Christian’s Blackstone it 1s observed in a note that “ cattle driven toa dis- 
tant market, and put into land to rest for one night, cannot be distremed 
for rent by the owner of the land,” — for which position a MS. case of 
Tate v. Gleed is cited. The contrary was held even in a case in which 
the landlord had consented to the cattle being turned in to graze for a night, 
Fowkes v. Joyce, 3 Lev. 260.; and the owner of the cattle was driven into a 
court of equity for relief. The decision in this last case would probably 
not now be recognised as law; and that of Tate v. Gleed 1s certainly for 
many reasons expedient to be adopted; but the two cases are very distin. 
guishable, and, in fact, I believe there are many closes of land to be found 
on the main roads to the metropolis which are scarcely used in any other 
way than as nightly resting-places fordrovers’ herds. As to these the decision 
in Tate v. Gleed would go entirely ta deprive the landlord of his best 
remedy for the rent, 
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in a smith’s shop to be shoed, or in s common inn; or cloth at 
a taylor’s house; or corn sent to a mill or a market. For alll 
these are protected and privileged for the b@nefit of trade; 
and are supposed in common presumption not to belong to 
the owner of the house, but to his customers. But, generally 
speaking, whatever goods dnd chattels the landlord finds upon 
the premises, whether they in fact belong to a tenant or a 
stranger, are distreinable by him for rent: for otherwise a 
door would be open to infinite frauds upon the landlord; 
and the stranger has Avs remedy over by action on the case 
against the tenant, if by the tenant’s default the chattels are 
distreined, so that he cannot render them when called upon. 
With regard to a stranger’s beasts which are found on the 
tenant’s land, the following distinctions are however taken. 
If they are put in by consent of the owner of the beasts, they 
are distreinable immediately afterwards for rent-arrere by the 
landlord". So also if the stranger’s cattle break the fences, 
and commit a trespass by coming on the land, they are dis- 
treinable 1mmediately by the lessor for his tenant’s rent, as 
punishment to the owner of the beasts for the wrong com- 
mitted through his negligence’. But if the lands were not 
sufficiently fenced so as to keep out cattle, the landlord 
cannot distrein them, till they have been devant and couchant 
(Jevantes et cubantes) on the land; that is, have been long 
enough there to have lain down and risen up to feed ; which in 
general is held to be one night at least: and then the law 
presumes, that the owner may have notice whither his cattle 
have strayed, and it is his own negligence not to have taken 
them away. (6) Yet, if the lessor or his tenant were bound to 
repair the fences and did not, and thereby the cattle escaped 
into their grounds, without the negligence or default of the 
owner; in this case, though the cattle may have been devant 
and couchant, yet they are not distremable for rent, till actual 
notice is given to the owner that they are there, and he 


" Cro. Eliz 549. ’ Co. Lit. 47. 





(6) This case supposes that the duty of repairing’ the fences lies nei- 
ther on the distreinor, nor on the owner of the cattle distreined ; in this 
case the distreinor is not in fault, and therefore is not bound to give actual 
notice, nor yet is the owner of the cattle any way to blame, and therefore 
the law allows him that reasonable time, during which it is fair to presume 
that he may receive notice from some other quarter. 


[9 
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meplects to remove them™: for the law will not suffer the 
landiord to take advantage of his own or his tenant's wrong. 
4 There are Wso other things privileged by the antient com- 
mon law; as a man’s tools and utensils of his trade, the axe 
of a carpenter, the books ofa scholar, and the like: which 
are said to be privileged for the sake of the public, because 
the taking them away would disable the owner from serving 
the commonwealth in his station. So, beasts of the plough, 
averia carucae, and sheep, are privileged from distresses, at 
common law* (7); while dead goods, or other sort of beasts, 
which Bracton calls cataila ot:osa, may be distreined. But 
as beasts of the plough may be taken in execution for debt, 
so they may be for distresses by statute, which partake of the 
nature of executions’. And perhaps the true reason, why 
these and the tools of a man’s trade were privileged at the 
common law, was because the distress was then merely in- 
tended to compel the payment of the rent, and not as a 
satisfaction for its non-payment: and therefore, to deprive 
the party of the instruments and means of paying it, would 
counteract the very end of the distress*. 5. Nothing shall 
be distreined for rent, which may not be rendered again in 
as good plight as when it was distreined: for which reason 
milk, fruit, and the like cannot be distreimed, a distress at 
common law being only in the nature of a pledge or security, 
to be restored in the same plight when the debt is paid. So, 
antiently, sheaves or shocks of corn could not be distreined, 
because some damage must needs accrue in their removal, 
but a cart loaded with corn might; as that could be safely 
restored. But now by statute 2W.&M.c.5. corn in 
sheaves or cocks, or loose in the straw, or hay in barns or 


~2Lutw 1580. ¥ 1 Burr. 589 
* Stat. 51 Hen, IIT. st. 4. de dastric- 2 Tod. 588. 


tione scaccaria 





(7) This privilege from distress, both as to utensils of trade and beasts 
of the plough, holds good only under two conditions. They must be in 
actual use at the time of the distress made, and that reduces them under 
a former head of privilege, the ground of which is the preservation of the 
public peace; and there must be other distreinable goods or chattels on 
the premises at the time. This was expressly determined as to utensils of 
trade in a modern case, 4 T. R. 565.; and as to beasts of the plough it was 
clear from all the old authorities. See 2 Inst.132.; the writ of trespass 
given F, N.B. 90. B. Dyer,312. a. 
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ricks, or otherwise, may be distreined as well as other chat- 
tels. 6. Lastly, things fixed to the freehold may not be dis« 
treined; as caldrons, windows, doors, and chimney-pieces : 
for they savour of the realty. For this reason also corn 
growing could not be distreined; till the statute 11 Geo. ITI. 
c.19. empowered landlords to distrein corn, grass, or other 
products of the earth, and to cut and gather them when 


ripe. (8) 


Ler us next consider, thirdly, how distresses may be 
taken, disposed of, or avoided. And, first, I must premise, 
that the law of distresses is greatly altered within a few years 
last past. Fermerly, they were looked upon in no other light 
than as a mere pledge or security for payment of rent or 
other duties, or #tisfaction for damage done. And so the 
Jaw still continues with regard to distresses of beasts taken 
damage-feasant, and for other causes not altered by act of 
parliament; over which the distreinor has no other power 
than to retain them till satisfaction is made. But distresses 
for rent arrere being found by the legislature to be the shortest 
aud most effectual method of compelling the payment of such 
rent, many beneficial laws for this purpose have bé@&m made 
in the present century; which have much altered the com- 
mon law, as laid down in our antient writers. 

In pointing out therefore the methods of distreining, I shall 
in general suppose the distress to be made for rent; and re- 
mark, where necessary, the differences between such distress, 
and one taken for other causes. 


(8) To these heads of things not distremable may be added, all goods in 
the custody of the law, whether as being already distremed damage- 
feasant, or taken in execution. In this last case, however, so long as they 
remain on the premises, the statute 8 Ann. c.14. gives the landlord a 
beneficial len on them; for which see post. p. 417. 

The words of the statute 11G 2 c 19. are “ corn, grass, hops, roots, 
fruits, or other product growing on the estate demised ;” the court of C. P. 
has determined that the general word “ product” does not extend be- 
yond things of a similar nature with those before specified, to all of which 
the process of becoming mpe, and of being cut, gathered, made, and laid 
up when ripe, was incidental. It was held therefore that nursery trees and 
shrubs could not be distreined. Clark v. Gaskarth, 8 Taunt 431. 
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‘In the first place, then, all distresses must be made by day, 
wniess in the case of damage-feasant; an exception being 
there allowed, lest the beasts should escape before they are 
taken °. And, when a person intends to make a distress, he 
must, by himself or his bailiff, enter on the demised premises ; 
formerly during the continuance of the lease, but now’, if the 
tenant holds over, the landlord may distrein within six months 
after the determination of the lease; provided his own title 
or interest, as well as the tenant’s possession, continue at the 
time of the distress. If the lessor does not find sufficient dis- 
tress on the premises, formerly he could resort no where else ; 
and therefore tenants, who were knavish, made a practice to 
convey away their goods and stock fraudulently from the 
house or lands demised, in order to cheat their landlords, 
But now‘ the landlord may distrein any geods of his tenant, 
carried off the premises clandestinely, wherever he finds them 
within thirty days after, unless they have been bona fide sold 
for a valuable consideration; and all persons privy to, or assist- 
ing in, ‘such fraudulent conveyance, forfeit double the value 
to the landlord. ‘The landlord may also distrein the beasts of 
his tenant, feeding upon any commons or wastes, appendant 
or appwitenant to the demised premises. ‘The landlord might 
not formerly break open a house, to make a distress, for that 
is a breach of the peace. But when he was in the house, it 
was held that he might break open an inner-door‘: and 
now* he may, by the assistance of the peace-officer of the 
parish, break open in “the day-time any place, whither the 
goods have been fraudulently removed and locked up to pre- 
vent a distress; oath being first made, in case it be a dwelling- 
house, of a reasonable ground to suspect that such goods are 
concealed therein. (9) 

* Co, Litt. 142. “Co. Litt. 161. Comberb. 17. 


> Stat. 8 Ann. c 14 ¢ Stat. 11 Geo. II. ¢.19. 
© Seat 8 Ann. c.14. 11 Geo. II. c. 19. 





(9) Where the goods are locked up or concealed only on the premises, 
the landlord is not within the statute, and cannot break open a house to 
get at them. And though the landlord’s right of distress for rent extends 
generally over all distreinable goods, which are upon the premises at the 
time of distress made, whose property soever they may be, yet his mght 
under this statute of George the Second is limited expressly by the words 
to the tenant’s own goods, and in a plea justifying under it, it must be 


averred that the goods taken were the tenant’s property. 5 M. & S. 38. 
The 
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WueEnre a man is entitled to distrem for an entire duty, he 
ought to distrein for the whole at once; and not for part at 
one time, and part at another’. But if he distreins for the 
whole, and there is not sufficient on the premises, or he hap- 
pens to mistake in the value of the thing distreined, and so 
takes an insufficient distress, he may take a second distress to 
complete his remedy &. 


DisrressEs must be proportioned to the thing distreined 
for. By the statute of Marlbridge, 52 Hen. III.c.4. if any 
man takes a great or unreasonable distress, for rent-arrere, he 
shall be heavily amerced for the same. As if" the landlord 
distreins two oxen for twelve-pence rent; the taking of both 
is an unreasonable distress; but, if there were no other dis- 
tress nearer the value to be found, he, might reasonably have 
distreined one of them; but for homage, fealty, or suit and 


fo Lutw 1532. h 2 Inst. 107. 
®t Cro. Eliz 13 Stat 17Car.II c.7. 1 Burr. 590 


The words of the statute are “ fraudulently or iedeial convey away 
his goods to prevent the landlord from distraining the same for arrears of 
rent ;’? Iam not aware that these words have ever received a construction 
from the express decision of any court; in a case at Nis: Prius, Eyre C J. 
ruled that they did not extend to a case where the goods were removed 
openly and before the rent was in arrear, though the object was to pre- 
vent their being distreined Watsony Maiwn,3 Esp p15. Lord Ellen- 
borough in Furneaux v. Fotherby, 4 Campb 137 doubted of the latter 
point; and certainly as to both it may be fairly contended, that to remove 
goods fraudulently, though not clandestinely, and whether the rent be 
actually in arreai or not, 1s within both the letter and the spirit of the sta- 
tute, 1f it be done to prevent the landlord from distreining them for arrears 
of rent. 

Not only all persons privy to or assisting in such fraudulent conveyance, 
but the tenant himself also is liable to the forfeiture mentioned 1n the text. 
And where the goods so removed do not exceed the value of 50/. the statute 
gives the landlord a summary remedy upon complaint in writing to two jus- 
tices of the same county, riding, or division, and residing near the place whence 
the goods were taken, or where they were found; and if the offender refuses 
to pay the sum adjudged by them at the time appointed, and upon due 
notice, they may levy the same by distress and sale of his goods, or for 
want of distress commut him to the house of correction, there to be kept 
to hard labour for six months, unless the money shall be sooner paid. 


This power in the justices is subject to an appeal to the quarter sessions, 
whose judgment is final. 


[13] 
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service, as also- for parlismentary wages, it is said that no 
distress can be excessive'. For as these distresses cannot be 
sold, the owner, upon making satisfaction, may have his chat- 
tels again. The remedy for excessive distresses is by a special 
action on the statute of Marlbridge, for an action of trespass 
is not maintainable upon this account, it being no injury at 
the common law’. 


WHEN the distress is thus taken, the next consideration is 
the disposal of it. For which purpose the things distreined 
must, in the first place, be carried to some pound, and there 
impounded by the taker. But, in their way thither, they 
may be rescued by the owner, in case the distress was taken 
without cause, or contrary to law: as, if no rent be due; if 
they were taken upon the highway, or the like: in these cases 
the tenant may lawfully make rescue“. But if they be once 
impounded, even though taken without any cause, the owner 
may not break the pound and take them out; for they are 
then in the custody of the law '. (10) 


A pounn €parcus, which signifies any inclosure) is either 
pound-overt, that is, open over-head; or pound-covert, that 
is, close. By the statute 1&2 P.& M.c.12. no distress of 
cattle can be driven out of the hundred where it is taken, un- 
less to a pound-overt within the same shire; and not above 
three miles from the place where it was taken. This is for the 
benefit of the tenants, that they may know where to find and 
replevy the distress. (11) And by statute 11 Geo. II.c.19. 


' Bro, Abr. t. Assise 290. Prerogatwe.98. * Co. Lit. 160, 161. 
)1Ventr. 104 Fitzgibb. 85. 1 Burr. 590. 1 Tid. 47. 





(10) It is said that if the cattle of a commoner be wrongfully taken as 
damage feasant, and impounded, and he mmedhately pursues them, and finds 
them in a pound unlocked, he may lawfully ret&ke them, Co Litt 47.b ; and 
Mr, Hargrave, 1n a note on the passage, cites from Lord Hale’s MS. a case 
in which the defendant pleads that he found the cattle sans nul maner de 
fermure, ne serrure, n’autre engine The authority cited by Lord Coke 
from the Year Book of 3 E.3 I have not been able to find; but the case 
appears to be contrary to the present recognised principle of the law. 

(11) And by the same statute it 1s enacted, that no cattle or other goods 
distreined or taken by way of distress for any manner of cause at one time, 
shall be impounded at several places, whereby the owner or owners of such 
distress shall be constrained to sue several replevies for the delivery of the 
said distress so taken at one time. 
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which was made for the benefit of landlords, any person dis- 
treining for rent may turn any part of the premises, upon 
which a distress is taken, into a pound, pro hac vice, for 
securing of such distress. If a live distress of animals be 
impounded in a common pound-overt, the owner must take 
notice of it at his peril; but if in any special pound-overt, so 
constituted for this particular purpose, the distreinor must 
give notice to the owner: and, in both these cases, the owner, 

and not the distreinor, is bound to provide the beasts with 
food and necessaries. But if they are put in a pound-covert, 
as in a stable or the like, the landlord or distreinor must feed 
and sustain them™. A distress of household goods, or other 
dead chattels, which are lable to be stolen or damaged by 
weather, ought to be impounded in a pound-covert, else the 
distreinor must answer for the consequences. 


WHEN impounded, the goods were formerly, as was be- 
fore observed, only in the nature of a pledge or security to 
compel the performance of satisfaction; and upon this ac- 
count it hath been held”, that the distreinor is not at liberty 
to work or use a distreined beast. And thus the law still 
continues with regard to beasts taken damage-feasant, and 
distresses for suit or services; which must remain impounded, 
till the owner makes satisfaction; or contests the right of 
distreining, by replevying the chattels. To replevy (reple- 
grare, that is, to take back the pledge) i is, when a person dis- 
treined upon applies to the sheriff or his officers, and has the 
distress returned into his own possession; upon giving good 
security to try the right of taking it in a suit of law, and, if 
that be determined against him, to return the cattle or goods 
once more into the hands of the distreinor. This is called a 
replevin, of which spar will be-gaid hereafter. At present I 
shall only observe, that;"as a distress is at common law only 
in nature of a security for the rent or damages done, a replevin 
answers the same end to the distreinor as the distress itself; 


since the party replevying gives security to return the distress, 
if the right be determined against him. 


Tus kind of distress, though it puts the owner to incon- 
venience, and is therefore a punishment to him, yet, if he 
continues obstinate and will make no satisfaction or payment, 

= Co. Litt. 47, * Cro, Jac, 148. 
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is no remedy at all to the distreinor. But for a debt due 
to the crown, unless paid within forty days, the distress was 
always saleable at the common law®. And for an amerce- 
ment imposed at a court-leet, the lord may also sell the dis- 
tress’: partly because, being the king’s court of record, 
its process partakes of the royal prerogative‘; but princi- 
pally because it is in the nature of an execution to levy a 
legal debt. And so, in the several statute-distresses before 
mentioned, which are also in the nature of executions, the 
power of sale is likewise usually given, to effectuate and 
complete the remedy. And, in like manner, by several acts 
of parliament‘, in all cases of distregs for rent, if the tenant 
or owner do not, within five days after the distress is taken, 
and notice of the, cause thereof given him, replevy the same 
with sufficient security; the distreinor, with the sheriff or 
constable, shall cause the same to be appraised by two sworn 
appraisers; and sell the same towards satisfaction of the rent 
and charges ; rendering the overplus, if any, to the owner 
himself. And, by this means, a full and entire satisfaction 
may now be had for rent in arrere, by the mere act of the 
party himself, vz. by distress, the remedy given at common 
law, and sale consequent thereon, which is added by act of 
parliament. 
« 
Berore | quit this article, I must observe, that the many 
particulars which attend the taking of a distress, used for- 
merly to make it a hazardous kind of proceeding: for if any 
one irregularity was committed, it vitiated the whole, and 
made the distreinors trespassers ab znztzo". But now by the 
statute 11 Geo.II.c.19. it is provided, that, for any un- 
lawful act done, the whole,,shall ‘pot be unlawful, or the 
parties trespassers ab znziio® PR ttist the party grieved shall 
only have an action for the real damage sustained; and not 
even that, if tender of amends is made before any action is 
brought. 






VI. Tue seising of heriots, when due on the death of 
a tenant, is also another species of self-remedy; not much 


° Bro. Abr. t. Distress. 72. 'QW.&M.c.5. 8 Ann. c. 14, 


’ 8 Rep. 41. 4 Geo. II.c.28. 11 Geo. IT. c, 19. 
. 9 Bro. Ibid. 12 Mod. 390. * 1 Ventr. 37. 
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unhike that of taking cattlé or goods in distreas. ' As" for that 
division of heriots, which is called heriot-sérvice*’and is only 
a species of rent, the lord may distrein for this, as well as 
seise} but fot heriot-custom (which sir Edward Coke says‘ 
Hes only in premder, and not in render) the lord may seise the 
identical thing itself, but cannot distrein any other chattel 
for it. (12) The like speedy and effectual remedy, of seising, 
is given with regard to many things that are said to lie in 
franchise ; as waifs, wrecks, estrays, deodands, and the like; 
all which the person entitled thereto may seise, witfout the 
formal process of a suit or action. Not that they are debarred 
of this remedy by action; but have also the other and more 
speedy one, for the better asserting their property ; the thing 
to be claimed being frequently of such a“nature, as might 
be out of the reach of the law befere any action could he 
brought. 


THESE are the several species of remedies which may be 
had by the mere act of the party injured. I shall next briefly 
mention such as arise from the joint act of all the parties 
together. And these are only two, accord and arbitration, 

w 

I. Accorp.is a satisfaction agreed upon between the party 
injuring and the party injured; which, when performed, is 
@ ber of all actions upon this account. As if a man contract 
to build a house or deliver a horse, and fail in it; this is an 
injury for which the sufferer may have his remedy by action; 
but if the party injured accepts a sum of money, or other 
thing, as a satisfaction, this is a redress of that injury, and 


en takes away the action.” By- several late statutes, 
patie Geo, LK  iewase of irregularity in the 
Method of diserciuing and B4'Geo. II. c.24. in case of mis- 
takes committed by justices of the peace,) even fender of 





* Cop. § 25. "9 Rep. 79, 
Y Cro. Eliz. 590. Cro. Car 260, 


For the distinction between heriot-service and heriot-custom, see 
ante, Vol. IT. p. 422. The latter clause of the sentence in the text, which 
denies the lord the nght of distreining for heriot-custom, seems not fully 
proved by the cases ctted, but the law is laid down as stated in Bro. Abr. 
Harriots & Mortuaries, pl. 6, 7. 

VOL, Il. C 
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sufficient athends to the party injured is a bar of all 
whether bé'thinks proper to acvept such amends or no! 


> * $4 
Il. Arprrration is where the parties, injuring. ‘and in- 


jured, subrbit all matters in dispute, concerning any personal 
chattels or personal wrong, to the judgment of two o#:more 
arbitrators; who are to decide the controversy: and if thily 
do not agree, it is usual to add, that another person be called 
in as umpire, (imperator or impar™,) to whose soje judgment 
it is them referxed: or fréquently there is«only one -arbitrator 


Whart. dng. sacr.i.'772. Niedla Scot. 


(13) That is, of all such actions as are mentioned in those statutes re-. 
spectively; what théte are in, geaeral, may be seen in Bacon’s Abr. Title, 
Tender, P. 

It would lead me far beyond the limits of a note to lay down precisely 
in what cases accord and satisfaction will be a goed bar to an action, and 
in what cases not, with the reasons, often extremely subtle, in each case. 
The general principle 1s, that 1t 1s a good bar, where the party seeks pe- 
cuniary damages only, or conjointly with the restitution of a chattel real 
or personal, for some personal wrong, or the breach of some contract 
whether by parol or specialty; but that 1t 1s not ® good bar, where the 
object 1s the recovery of a freehold, or where the admission of 1t would 
operate to discharge a subsisting contract under seal. “ 

To make an accord sufficient in cases where such a plea is available, 
the following rules are important to be observed. 

1st. It must be in full satisfaction of the mjury complained of, and 
must lea¥e no part uncovered; thus, in trespass fot takmg cattle, an 
accord that the plamtiff should have hys cattle again would be insuffieient, 
for mere restitution leaves uncovered the damage sustained by the removal, 
and intermediate loss of possession 

‘ad. It must be complete and executed; a promise to give, and an agree- 
ment to accept something at a future day will not avail; nor will it be 
better, if the day be past, and the defendant atthe day tendered the per- 
formance of the agreement, which-the plaintiff heiased to accept. 

ad. It must be to give or do slant oe which has legal value. 

And 4th. That value must not upon the face of it, and of necessity be 
less than that of the thing, in heu of which it is given or done; thus, if 
defendant has promised to deliver 100 bushels of wheat of a certain quality 
at a certain time and place, and failed, it would be no answer to an action 
to state plaintiffs acceptance of 50 bushels of the same quality, and at 
the same time and place in satisfaction thereof But where the infenority is 
mot necessary nor upon the face of the thing, no actual inferiority to be made 
out by evidence is a legal objection, asin the case put: a change of quality, 
time, or place, might make the 50 equal in value ta the 100, ang, conse- 
quently, a legal satisfaction for the non-delivery of them. 
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ort 0 appointed. This decision, in any of:thase cases, 
n award. And thereby the questiot# is as fully 
roa and the right transferred or settled, as it could 
have been by the agreement of the parties, or the judgment 
oft court of justice.’ But the right of real property cannot 
thus: pass by a mere award *: which subtilty in point of form 
{for 4t‘is now reduced. to nothing else) had its rise from 
feodal primciples; for, if this had been permitted, the land 
might havg been aliened collusively without the consent of 
the superier, , Yet,doubtless .qn arbitrator may now award a 
conveyance’ or 4 release Sf lgnd ; and it will be a breach of 
the -arbitration-bond td refuse compliance. For, though ori- 
ginally the submission to arbitration used to be by word, or 
by deed, yet both of these being revocable in their nature, it 
is now become the practice to @htér into mutual bonds, with 
eondition to stand to the award or arbitrafion of the arbitrators 
or umpire therein named." And experience having shewn 
the great use of these peaceable and domestic tribunals, espe- 
cially in settling matters of account, and other mercantile 
transactions, which are difficult and almost impossible to be 
adjusteti-on a trim! at law; ‘the legislature has now established 
the use of them, as well in controversies where causes are de- 
pending, as in those where no action is brought; enacting, by 
statute 9& 10 W.III.c.15. that all merchants and others, 
who desire to end any controversy, suit, or quarrel, (for 
which there fs no other remedy but by personal action or suit 
in equity,) may agree, that their submission of the suit to ar- 
bitration or umpirage shall be made a rule of any of the king’s 
courts of record, and may insert such agreement jn their 
submission, or promise, or condition of the arbitration-bond ; 
which agreement being proved upon oath by one of the wit- 
nesses thereto, the court shall make a rule that such submis- 
sion and award shall be conclusive: and, after such rule made, 
the parties disobeying the award shall be liable to be punished, 
as for a contempt of the court; unless such award shall be set 
aside, for corruption or other misbehaviour in the arbitrators 
or umpire, proved on oath to the court, within one term after 
the award is made. And, in consequence of this statute, it 


¥ Brownl. 55. 1 Freem. 410. « Append. No. III. § 6. 
=f Roll. Abr. 242. 1 Lord Raym. 115. 
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is ndw become a considerable part of the business of the 
superior courts, to set aside such awards when partially or 
illegally made; or to enforce their execution, when legal, by 
the same process of contempt, as is awarded for disobedience 
to those rules and orders, which are issued by the courts 


themselves. (14) 


(14) For contempt of court, see Vol. IV p 285, oe 
Excellent as the trial by jury undoubtedly is as a mode of investigating 


the truth, yet there are some cases to which, for vafious reasons, it is not 
applicable. Thus, when long and complicated accounts are to be examined, 
it can hardly be expected that twelve men placed at hazard in the jury- 
box should be able to determine very accurately upon the allowance of 
particular items, or to strike a nice balance between the contending de- 
mands Again, it will often happen that two parties lay clam to the 
whole of the same thing as a matter of mere right, which, under proper 
regulations, might very well suffice for both, and of which it nnght be 
ruinous to either to be wholly deprived. A particular instance of this 1s 
a stream of water. Yet in such case the verdict of a jury can only de- 
termine to whom the right belongs; 1t cannot look to the consequences, 
nor make a beneficial division of the use between both. For these and 
many other reasons it has been a praetice of very early date in this country 
to refer disputes to arbitration. In this way the partres have the benefit 
of a more deliberate investigation ; 1f the matter be of a scientific nature, 
or removed from the common information of men, they may select some 
one to decide it, whose habits have made him conversant with it, and by 
investing him with more or Jess power, they may have a deeision less 
single and unbending than that of the law, prospective in its operations, 
and limiting fh detail the future exercise of the disputed rights. 

This submission to arbitration might always take place either before or 
after the commencement of an action; but convenient as 1t was in many 
respects, it laboured in early times under some disadvantages, which for 
a long time very much diminished its frequency. For (net to mention that 
the courts of law had established subtle and narrow grounds of construc- 
tion upon awards, and often set them aside upon mere technical and fm- 
volous objections,) 1t is obvious that in whateyer way the parties had bound 
themselves to the performance of the award, still the arbitrator was not 
the judge of any court; there was no process to compel obedience, and 
therefore an obstmate person might still oblige the other party to resort to 
his action for the orginal matter m dispute, or to one for the breach of 
the agreement to perform the award. 

In this case was not"only all the benefit of the reference lost, but delay 
and expence were occasjoned by it; the party’s case was disclosed, and 
perhaps by the death or departure of some necessary witness, a serious 
ultimate disadvantage was sustained. On the other hand, the arbitrator 
might prove wrong-headed or corrupt, and yet as the parties had volun- 


tarily put themselves upon his judgment, the courts would not permit that 
to be 
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to be assigned as an. excuse for the non-performance of the award, when 
an action was brought to enforce it, and the party was compelled ta.obey, 
or at a great expence to seek relief in a court of equity. , 

Both these inconveniences have been gradually removed, partly by the 
enlarged application of legal principles by the courts of laws, and partly 
by the interference of the legislature. For in the first case, where the 
submission had taken place after the commencement of an action, the 
parties were obviously before the court, and within its jursdiction, a cause 
was pending, and neither party could regularly or safely suspend the pro- 
ceedings of the cause, unless by the consent and under a rule of the court. 
The juflges then made it a part of this rule that the parties should perform 
the award when published, and as disobedience to a rule of the court is 
contempt of the court, and punished summarily, as all other contempts, 
by attachment of the person, the court in this case gained a double power, 
the one direct, the other incidental, but almost equally beneficial. On 
the one hand it could enforce performance of the award, without suffering 
the party to be driven to a second action; on the other hand, as the exercise 
of this power was purely discretionary, it could abstain from it whenever the 
conduct of the arbitrator could be successfully impeached ; and therefore 
in order to inform :ts discretion, the court opened its ear to those com- 
plaints, which the rules of law prevented 1t from receiving in shape of a 
formal plea to the action: nor was this negative relief all that was afforded ; 
for in process of time it came to be held, that as the arbitrator acquired 
the main sanction of his authority from the rule of court, the same rule 
gave the court a general superintendence over the award. And therefore 
though the judges wisely abstained from scrutinizing too nicely the deci- 
sions of that authority to which the parties had voluntanmly submitted 
themselves, and refused to examine over again those questions, upon 
which the arbitrator had come to an honest and deliberate opinion, yet 
where the award upon the face of it, appeared to be illegal; or there 
was manifest misbehaviour or error in the arbitrator, they not only re- 
fused to enforce performance by attachment, but held themselves em- 
powered, if the application was made within a reasonable time, to set 
aside the award itself And thus both inconveniences were removed, and 
the proceedings rendered complete by the judicious interference of the 
courts, 1n cases where the pendency of an action had given them jurisdic- 
tion 

This interference of the courts 1s said to have commenced in the reign 
of Charles the second, while,Sir John Kelynge presided in the Court of 
K. B, and it was found so beneficial, that in the reign of William the third 
the legislature resolved to place arbitrations entered into where no action 
was pending upon the same footing. Accordingly the 9th & 10th of W. 5. 
c. 15. was enacted, as stated in the text. 

This statute gave a complete remedy to the first ineonventence, the want 
of a power to compel performance; as to that both classes of submission 
now stood on the tame footing With respect to the second, the giving 
relief against an illegal or unjust award, the statute in terms confines the 
objections to the corruption or undue practices of the arbitrator, and also 
hmits the time for making these objections to the last day of the term 

c 3 following 
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hitherto found to be impracticable, and productive of more 
nitachiefs- than it would remedy; so that the creditor who 
first commences his suit is entitled to a ‘preference in payment; 
it follows, that as the executor can commence no suit, he 
must be paid the last of any, and of course must lose his debt, 
in case the estate of his testator should prove insolvent, unless 
he be allowed to retain it. The doctrine of retainer is there- 
fore the necessary consequence of that other doctrine of the 
law, the priority of such creditor who first commences his 
action. But the executor shall not retain his own debt, in 
prejudice to those of a higher degree; for the law only puts 
him in the same situation, as if he had sued himself as exe- 
cutor, and recovered his debt; which he never could be 
supposed to have done, while debts of a higher nature sub- 
sisted. Neither shall one executor be allowed to retain his 
own debt, in prejudice to that of his co-executor in equal 
degree; but both shall be discharged in proportion.” Nor 
shall an executor of his own wrong be in any case permitted 
to 


If. Remirrer is where he, who hath the true property 
or jus proprietatis in lands, but is out of possession thereof, 
and hath no right to enter without recovering possession in an 
action, hath afterwards the freehold cast upon him by some 
subsequent, and of course defective, title; in this case he is 
remitted, or sent back by operation of law, to his antient and 
more certain title.* The right of entry, which he hath 
gained by a bad title, shall be zpso facto annexed to his own 
inherent good one; and his defeasible estate shall be utterly 
defeated and annulled, by the instantaneous act of law, with- 
out his participation or consent. As if A disseises B, that 
is, turns him out of possession, and dies, leaving a son C; 
hereby the estate descends to C, the son of A, and B is barred 
from entering thereon till he proves his right in an action; 
now, if afterwards C, the heir of the disseisor, makes a lease 
for life to D, with remainder to B the disseisee for life, and 
D dies; hereby the remainder accrues to B, the disseisee : 


» Viner's Abr. t. executors, D, 2 ¢ Litt. § 659. 
£5 Rep 30, © Co, Litt, 358, Cro. Jac. 489, 
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who thus gaining a new freehold by virtue of the semainder, 
which is a bad title, is by act of law remitted, or in of his for- 
mer and surer estate.‘ For he hath hereby gained a new right 
of possession, to which the law immediately annexes his 
antient right of property. 


Ir the subsequent estate, or right of possession, be gained 
by a man’s own act or consent, as by immediate purchase 
being of full age, he shall not be remitted. For the taking 
such subsequent estate was his,own folly, and shall be looked 
upon as a waver of his prior right® Therefore it is to be 
observed, that. to every remitter there are regularly these- 
incidents; an antient right, and a new defeasible estate of 
freehold, uniting in one and the same person, which defeasible 
estate must be cast upon the tenant, not gained by his own 
act or folly. The reason given by Littleton", why this 
remedy, which operates silently, and by the mere act of law, 
was allowed, is somewhat similar to that given in the pre- 
ceding article: because otherwise he who hath right would 
be deprived of all remedy. For as he himself is the person 
in possession of the freehold, there 1s no other person against 
whom he can bring an action, to establish his prior right. 
And for this cause the law doth adjudge him in by remitter ; 
that 1s, in such plight as if he had lawfully recovered the 
same land by suit. For, as lord Bacon observes’, the be- 
nignity of the law is such, as when, to preserve the principles 
and grounds of law, it depriveth a man of his remedy with- 
out his own fault, it will rather put him in a better degree 
and condition than in a worse. Nam quod remedio destrtut- 
tur, ipsa re valet, st culpa absit. But there shall be no re- 
mitter to a right for which the party has no remedy by [ 21) 
action“: as if the issue in tail be barred by the fine or war- 
ranty of his ancestor, and the freehold is afterwards cast upon 
him; he shall not be remitted to his estate tail': for the 
operation of the remitter is exactly the same, after the union 
of the two rights, as that of a real action would have been 
before it. As therefore the issue in tail could not by any 

f Finch L 194. Litt. § 683 1 Elem. r. 9. 


Co Litt 348. 350. k Co, Litt 349. 
h § 661, 1 Moor. 115. 2 Ander. 286. 
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action have recovered his antient estate, he shall not recover 
it by remitter. (1) rt 


Axp thus much for these extrajudicial remedies, as well 
for real as personal injuries, which are furnished or permitted 
by the law, where the parties are so peculiarly circumstanced, 
as not to make it eligible, or in some cases even possible, to 
apply for redress in the usual and ordinary methods to the 
courts of public justice. 





(1) The statute of uses made some alteration in the antient law of re- 
mitter. From what Lord Hobart, in Duscombe v. Wing field, p. 255, 
calls the violence of the letter of the statute, the party coming to a 
defeasible use must take the same estate as he had im the use, though he 
has both the bad freehald and the good nght, without his own fault, and 
without a remedy by action, This, however, would only apply to the first 
taker of such estate his issue or next 1n remainder would take an estate 
at common law, and might be remitted; and even for the first taker, in 
some instances, methods are pointed out for avoiding this dilemma of the 
statute. See Co. Litt. 548. b, and Sanders on Uses and Trusts, vol. i. 
p-205. 4th edit. 


CHAPTER THE THIRD. 


or COURTS rn GENERAL. 


[HE next, and principal object of our inquiries is the 

redress of injuries by suit in courts: wherein the act of 
the parties and the act of law co-operates; the act of the 
parties being necessary to set the law in motion, and the 
process of the law being in general the only instrument by 
which the parties are enabled to procure a certain and ade- 
quate redress. 


Ayp here it will not be improper to observe, that although 
in the several cases of redress by the act of the parties men- 
tioned in a former chapter *, the law allows an extrajudicial 
remedy, yet that does not exclude the ordinary course of 
justice: but it is only an additional weapon put into the hands 
of certain persons in particular instances, where natural 
equity or the peculiar circumstances of their situation require 
a more expeditious remedy, than the fermal process of any 
court of judicature can furnish. Therefore, though I may 
defend myself, or relations, from external violence, I yet am 
afterwards entitled to an action of assault and battery : though 
I may retake my goods, if I have a fair and peaceable oppor- 
tunity, this power of recaption does not debar me from my 
action of trover or detinue: I may either enter on the lands, 
on which I have a right of entry, or may demand _posses- 
sion by a real action: I may either abate a nuisance by my 
own authority, or call upon the law to do it for me: I may 
distrein for rent, or have an action of debt, at my own 
option: if I do not distrein my neighbour’s cattle damage- 
Jeasant, I may compel him by action of trespass to make me 
a fair satisfaction; if a heriot, or a deodand, be withheld 


4 Ch, 1. 
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fepm me by fraud or force, I may recover it though I never 
seised it. And with regard to accords and arbitrations, these 
in their nature being merely an agreement or compromise, 
most indisputably suppose a previous right of obtaining re- 
dress some other way; which is given up by such agreement. 
But as to remedies by the mere operation of law, those are 
indeed given, because no remedy can be ministered by suit 
or action, without running into the palpable absurdity of a 
man’s bringing an action against himself: the two cases 
wherein they happen being such, wherein the only positive 
legal remedy would be directed against the very person him- 
self who seeks relief. 


In all other cases it is a general and indisputable rule, that 
where there is a legal right, there 1s also a legal remedy, by 
suit or action at law, whenever that right is invaded. And 
in treating of these remedies by suit in courts, I shall pursue 
the following method: first, I shall consider the nature and 
several species of the courts of justice; and, secondly, I shall 
point out in which of these courts, and in what manner, the 
proper remedy may be had for any private injury; or, in 
other words, what injuries are cognizable, and how redressed, 
in gpch respective species of courts. 


First then, of courts of justice. And herein we will con- 
sider, first, their natyre and incidents in general; and then, 
the several species of them, erected and acknowledged by the 
laws of England. 


A court is defined to be a place wherein justice is judi- 
cially administered.” And, as by our excellent constitution 
the sole executive power of the laws is vested in the person of 
the king, it will follow that all courts of justice, which are 
the medium by which he administers the laws, are derived 
from the power of the crown.° For, whether created by act 
of parliament, or letters patent, or subsisting by prescrip- 
tion, (the only methods by which any courts of judicature 4 
can exist,) the king’s consent in the two former is expressly, 


> Co. Litt. 58, ¢ Co, Litt. 260. 
© See book I, ch. 7. 
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and in the latter impliedly, given. In all these courts the 
king is supposed in contemplation of law to be always pre- 
sent; but as that is in fact impossible, he is there represented 
by his judges, whose power is only an emanation of the royal 


prerogative, 


For the more speedy, universal, and impartial adminis- 
tration of justice between subject and subject, the law hath 
appointed a prodigious variety of courts, some with a more 
limited, others with a more extensive jurisdiction; some 
constituted to inquire only, others to hear and determine; 
some to determine in the first instance, others upon appeal 
and by way of review. All these in their turns will be taken 
notice of in their respective places: and I shall therefore here 
only mention one distinction, that runs throughout them all ; 
vz. that some of them are courts of record, others not of re- 
cord. A court of record is that, where the acts and judicial 
proceedings are enrolled in parchment for a perpetual memo- 
rial and testimony: which rolls are called the records of the 
court, and are of such high and super-eminent authority, that 
their truth is not to be called in question. For it 1s a settled 
rule and maxim that nothing shall be averred against a re- 
cord, nor shall any plea, or even proof, be admitted to the gen- 
trary.© And if the existence of a record be denied, it shall 
be tried by nothing but itself: that 1s, upon bare inspection 
whether there be any such record or no; else there would be 
no end of disputes. But, if there appear any mistake of the 
clerk in making up such record, the court will direct him to 
amend it.(1) All courts of record are the king’s courts, in 
right of his crown and royal dignity’, and therefore no other 
court hath authority to fine or imprison; so that the very 
erection of a new jurisdiction with the power of fine or im- 
prisonment makes it instantly a court of record. ®(2) A court 


© Co, Litt. 260. & Salk. 200. 12 Mod, 388, 
f Finch. L. 231, 


(1) Within what time the court will give this direction, and under what 
circumstances and provisions, see post, 497. 

(2) The converse of the rule does not hold, for every court of record 
has not necesearily a general power of fine and imprisonment, as is the 
case with the court of commissioners of sewers, which is undoubtedly a 

court 
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‘record is the court of a private man; whom: the law 

intrust with any discretionary power over, the fortune 

of hig fellow-subjects, Such are the courts-baron 

to’ “every manor, and other inferior jurisdictions : 

‘the proceedings are not enrolled or recorded ; but as 

ieir éxistence as the truth of the matters therein con- 

tained shall, if disputed, be tried and determined by a jury. 

, These‘ courts can hold no plea of matters cognizable by the 

‘common law, unless under the value of 40s. nor of any forci- 

ble, injury whatsoever, not having any process to arrest the 
person of the defendant. * 


ig 


In every court there must be at least three constituent 
parts, the actor, reus, and judex: the actor, or plaintiff, who 
complains of an injury done; the reus, or defendant, who is 
called upon to make satisfaction for it; and the judezx, or 
judicial power, which is to examine the truth of the fact, to 
determine the law arising upon that fact, and, if any injury 
appears to have been done, to ascertain, and by its officers to 
apply the remedy. It is also usual in the superior courts to 
have attorneys, and advocates or counsel, as assistants. 


"en attorney at law answers to the procurator, or proctor, 
of the civilians and canonists.' And he is one who is put in 
the place, stead, or turn of another, to manage his matters 
of law. Formerly every suitor was obliged to appear in per- 
son, to prosecute or defend his suit, (according to the old 
Gothic constitution*,) unless by special licence under the 


h 2 Inst. 311. “ribus, gui sn aliguibus partibus attor- 
1 Pope Bomface VIII in 6 Decretal, ‘nati nuncupantur.” 
1,3. t 16. §3. speaks of “‘ procurato- * Stearnhook de jure Goth. L1 ec 6. 


court of record, and yet cannot imprison a party (no officer of the court) 
for a bare disobedience of its orders. 1 Sid. 145 The definition of a 
court not of record seems to be inadequate, for many courts, which are 
courts of the king, as king, are not courts of record, as the court of 
equity in chancery, the admiralty courts, &c. It would seem better to 
define it, as the converse of a court of record, as not enrolling its proceed 
ings in parchment for « perpetual memorial, nor having a general author- 
ity to fine and imprison 
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King’s letters patent! This is still the law in criminal” 
And an idiot cannot to this day appear by attorney, 
person™, for he hath not discretion to ent 

a proper substitute: and upon his being 

court in so defenceless a condition, the judges are: { 26] 
take care of his interests, and they shall admit the 

in his behalf that any one present can suggest." But, ag ‘in 
‘the Roman law, ‘cum olim tn usu fussset, altervus nomhine agg 
** non posse, sed, quia hoc nom munimam incommoditatem habebat, 
“ coeperunt homenes per procuratores litigare°,” so with us, 
upon the same principle of convenience, it is now permitted 
in general, by divers antient statutes, whereof the first is 
statute Westm. -2. c. 10. that attorneys may be made to pro- 
secute or defend any action in the absence of the parties to 
the suit. These attorneys are now formed into a regular 
corps; they are admitted to the execution of their office by 
the superior courts of Westminster-hall; and are in all points 
officers of the respective courts in which they are admitted : 
and, as they have many privileges on account of their at- 
tendance there, so they are peculiarly subject to the censure 
and animadversion of the judges.(8) No man ¢an practise 
as an attorney in any of those courts, but such as is admitted 
and sworn an attorney of that particular court: an attorney 
of the court of king’s bench cannot practise in the court of 
common pleas; nor vice versa. To practise in the court of 
chancery it 1s also necessary to be admitted a solicitor therein ; 


1F N, B. 25, ® Bro. Abr. ¢. adeat. 1. 
m Iind 27. ° Inst. 4, tit. 10, 


(3) The judges will exercise their summary jurisdiction over the attor- 
neys of the several courts, not merely in eases where they have been em- 
ployed in the conduet of suits, or any matter purely professional, but 
* wherever the employment is so connected with their professional cha- 
“ racter, as to afford a presumption ¢hat their character formed the ground 
“ of their employment ” Thus one attorney has been compelled to give up 
papers and deeds, which had been placed ia his hands as steward for the 
owner of the estates, to which they refer; and another to pay over 
Money, which he had recetved when employed to eollect the effects of an 
intestate by.the admmistrator, although he had never been employed by 
him to prosecute or defend any suits mm law or equity. Hughes v. Mayre, 


3T.R.275. In re Athan, 4B. & A.47. Lusxmpore v, Lethbridge, 5 B. 
& A. 898. 


~ 
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and by the statute 22 Geo. II, c. 46. no person shall act as 
an attorney at the court of quarter sessions, but such’ as has 
been regularly admitted in some superior court of record. So 
early pe the sthtute 4 Hen. IV. c. 18. it was enacted, that at- 
tormeys should be examined by the judges, and none: ad- 
mitted but such as were virtuous, learned, and sworn to <o 
their duty. And many subsequent statutes’ have laid them 
under farther regulations, 

Or advocates, or (as we generally eall them) counsel, 
there are two species or degrees; barristers, and serjeants. 
The former are admitted after a considerable period of study, 
or at least standing, in the inns of court?; -and are in our 
old books styled apprentices, apprenticzs ad legem, being 
looked upon as merely learners, and not qualified to execute 
the full office of an advocate till they were sixteen years 
standing; at which time, according to Fortescue ', they might 
be called to the state and degree of serjeants, or servientes ad 
legem. How antient and honourable this state and degree is, 
with the form, splendour, and profits attending it, hath been 
so fully displayed by many learned writers’, that it need not 
be here enlarged on. I shall only observe, that serjeants 
at law are bound by a solemn oath' to do their duty 
to their clients; and that by custom" the judges of the 
courts of Westminster are always admitted into this ve- 
nerable order, before they are advanced to the bench; the 
original of which was probably to qualify the puzsné barons 
of the exchequer to become justices of assise, according to 
the exigence of the statute of 14 Edw. III.c. 16. From 
both these degrees some are usually selected to be his ma- 
jesty’s counsel learned in the law: the two principal of whom. 
are called his attorney,’and solicitor general. The first king’s 
counsel under the degree of serjeant, was sir Francis Bacon, 
who was made so honorss causa, without either patent or fee” ; 


P3 Jac. I.c. 7. 12 Geo, I.c. 29. a tract by the Iste serjeant Wynne, 
2 Geo, II. ¢. 33. 22 Geo, II. c. 46. printed in 1765, enttled ** Observations 
23 Geo. II. c. 26. “ touching the antiquity and dignity df 

4 See Vol. 1, Introd. § 1. ‘¢ the degree of serjeant at law.” 

"de LL. c. 50, ' 2 Inst 214, 

* Forteac, skid. 10 Rep. pref. Dugd. " Fortesc. ¢. 50. 
Orig. Jurid. To which may be added  ~ See his lettera. 256. 
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so that the first of the modern order (who are now the sworn 
servants of the crown, with a standing salary) seems to have 
been sir Francis North, afterwards lord keeper of the great 
seal to king Charles I1* These king’s counsel answer, in 
some measure, to the advocates of the revenue, advocati fisci, 
among the Romans. For they must not be employed in any 
cause against the crown without special licence; in which 
restriction they agree with the advocates of the fisc’: but in 
the imperial law the prohibition was carried still farther, and 
perhaps was more for the dignity of the sovereign ; for, except- 
ing some peculiar causes, the fiscal advocates were not permit- [ 28 ] 
ted to be at all concerned in private suits between subject and 
subject.*, A custom has of late years prevailed of granting 
letters patent of precedence to such barristers, as the crown 
thinks proper to honour with that mark of distinction: 
whereby they are entitled to such rank and pre-audiences, 
as are assigned in their respective patents; sometimes next 
after the king’s attorney-general, but usually next after his 
majesty’s counsel then being. These (as well as the queen’s 
attorney and solicitor-general>) rank promiscuously with the 
king’s counsel, and together with them sit within the bar of 
the respective courts; but receive no salaries, and are not 
sworn; and therefore are at liberty to be retained in causes 
against the crown. And all other serjeants and barristers in- 
discriminately (except in the court of common pleas, where 
only seryeants are admitted) may take upon them the pro- 
tection and defence of any suitors, whether plaintiff or 


* See his life by Roger North. 37. 5. The king’s solicitor-general. 
Y Cod. 2. 9. 1, 6. The king’s serjeants. 
Ind 2.7 18 . 7 The king’s counsel, with the 
* Pre-audience in the courts is reck- queen's attorney and solicitor. 
oned of so much consequence, that it 8 Serjeants at law. 
may not be amiss to subyoin a short 9. The recorder of London. : 
table of the precedence which usually 10. Advocates of the civil law, 
obtains among the practisers. 11 Barristers. 
1, The king’s premier serjeant (so In the court of exchequer two of the 
constituted by special patent) most experienced barristers, called the 


2. The king’s antient serjeant, orthe post-man and the tub-man (from the 
eldest among the king’s serjeants. places in which they sit), have also a 

8, The king’s advocate-general. precedence in motions. 

4. The king’s attorney-general. (4) ® Seld. Tut. of Hon. 1. 6, 7. 





(4) By royal mandate, dated Dec. 14. 54G 3, the king’s attorney 
and solicitor-general have, place and audience before the king’s “two 
antientest serjeants,” and, 1t may be presumed also in consequence, before 
the king’s advocate-general The common serjeant of London by courtesy 
has precedence next after the recorder 

VOL. III. B 
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defendant; who are therefore called their clients, like the 
dependants upon the antient Roman orators. ‘Those indeed 
practised gratis, for honour merely, or at most for the sake 
of gaining influence: and so likewise it is established with 
us®, that a counsel can maintain no action for his fees; 
which are given, not as locatzo vel conductio, hut as guiddam 
honorarium ; not as a salary or hire, but as a mere gratuity, 
which a counsellor cannot demand without doing wrong to 
his reputation’: as is also laid down with regard to advo- 
cates in the civil law*, whose honorarium was directed by a 
decree of the senate not to exceed in any case ten thousand 
gesterces, or about 80/. of English money.‘ And, in 
order to encourage due freedom of speech in the lawful de- 
fence of their clients, and at the same time to give a check 
to the unseemly licentiousness of prostitute and illiberal men, 
(a few of whom may sometimes mmsinuate themselves even into 
the most honourable professions,) it hath been holden that a 
counsel is not answerable for any matter by him spoken, rela- 
tive to the cause in hand, and suggested in his client’s in- 
structions; although it should reflect upon the reputation of 
another, and even prove absolutely groundless: but if he 
mentions an untruth of his own invention, or even upon 
instructions if it be impertinent to the cause in hand, he is then 
liable to an action from the party injured’ (5). And counsel 
guilty of deceit or collusion are pumshable by the statute 
Westm. 1. 3 Edw.I. c. 29. with imprisonment for a year and 
a day, and perpetual silence in the courts; a punishment stil] 
sometimes inflicted for gross misdemesnors im practice”. 


© Davis, pref. 22. 1Ch Rep 38. ‘Tac anni 11.7 
* Davis, 23. &B Cro. Jac 90 
11 6. 1. h Raym 376, 


(5) It 1s umportant that the grounds upon which this privilege of counsel, 
as it is called, rests, should not be misunderstood; in a late case they 
were well stated, and lumited, by one of the learned judges of the king’s 
bench, It1isin fact the privilege of the client speaking by his counsel, 
and rests on the broad principle, that no action is maintainable against the 
party for words spoken bond fide, and without express malice, in a course 
of justice. The advocate so far from being entitled to say more than hus 
client would have been allowed to say under the same circumstances, 1s 
laid by the presumption of his supertor knowledge under greater restraint. 
To bring an observation within the rule of being spoken “ in a course of 
justice,” it should be relevant to the matter m issue; but the chent’s com- 
parative ignorance of what is or is not so relevant, will often protect him, 
wharea the adunrate wonld not stand excused. Hodgson Vv. 


CHAPTER THE FOURTH. 
oF THE PUBLIC COURTS or COMMON 
LAW anno EQUITY. 


are next to consider the seyeral species and distinc- 

tions of courts of justice, which are acknowledged 

and used in this kmgdom. And these are, either sch as are 

of public and general jurisdiction throughout the whole 

realm ; or such as are only of a private and special jurisdic- 

tion in some particular parts of it. Of the former there are 

four sorts: the universally established courts of common law 

and’ equity; the ecclesiastical courts; the courts military ; 

and courts maritime. And, first, of such public courts as 
are courts of common law and equity. 


THE policy of our antient constitution, as regulated and 
established by the great Alfred, wds to bring justice home to 
every man’s door, by constituting as many courts of judicature 
as there are manors and townships in the kngdom; wherein 
injuries were redressed 1n an easy and expeditious manner, by 
the suffrage of neighbours and friends. These little courts, 
however, communicated with others of a larger jurisdiction, 
aud those with others of a still greater power; ascending 
gradually from the lowest to the supreme courts, which were 
respectively constituted to correct the errors of the inferior 
ones (1), and to determine such causes as by reason of their 
weight and difficulty demanded a more solemn discussion. 
The course of justice flowing m large streams from the king, 
as the fountain, to his superior courts of record; and being 
then subdivided into smaller channels, till the whole and 
every part of the kingdom were plentifully watered and re- 
freshed. An institution that seems highly agreeable to the 
dictates of natural reason, as well as of more enlightened po- 


rpc 
(1) See post. p. 407. on the subject of appeals from inferior to superior 
courts. 
D2 
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licy ; being equally similar to that which prevailed in Mexico 
and Peru before they were discovered by the Spaniards, and 
to that which was established in the Jewish republic by Moses, 
In Mexico each town and province had its proper judges, 
who heard and decided causes, except when the point in liti- 
gation was too intricate for their determination ; and then it 
was remitted to the supreme court of the empire, established 
in the capital, and consisting of twelve judges". Peru, ac- 
cording to Garcilasso de Vega, (an historian descended from 
the ancient Incas of that country,) was divided into small dis- 
tricts containing ten families each, all registered, and under 
one magistrate ; who had authority to decide little differences 
and punish petty crimes. Five of these composed a higher 
class of ffty families; and two of these last composed another 
called a hundred. ‘Ten hundreds constituted the largest divi- 
sion, consisting of a thousand families; and each division had 
its separate judge or magistrate, with a proper degree of 
subordination ®. In like manner we read of Moses. that, find- 
ing the sole administration of justice too heavy for him, he 
‘* chose able men out of all Israel, such as feared God, men 
*¢ of truth, hating covetousness; and made them heads over 
* the people, rulers of thqusands, yulers of hundreds, rulers 
* of fifties, and rulers of tens; and they judged the people 
** at all seasons; the hard causes they brought unto Moses ; 
‘* but every small matter they judged themselves ‘.” These 
inferior courts, at least the name and form of them, sti}l con- 
tinue in our legal constitution : but as the superior courts of 
record have in practice obtained a concurrent original juris- 
diction with these ; and as there is, besides, a power of remov- 
ing plaints or actions thither from all the inferior jurisdictions ; 
upon these accounts (amongst others) it has happened that 
these petty tribunals have fallen into decay, and almost 
into oblivion; whether for the better or the worse, may be 
matter of some speculation; when we consider on the one 
hand the increase of expense and delay, and on the other the 
more able and impartial decision, that follow from this change 
of jurisdiction. 


Tue order I shall observe in discoursing on these several 
courts, constituted for the redress of civil injuries, (for with 


* Mod Un. Hist xxxviii 469 © Exod. c 18 
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those of a jurisdiction merely criminal I shall not at present 
concern myself,) will be by beginning with the lowest, and 
those whose jurisdiction, though public and generally dis- 
persed throughout the kingdom, is yet (with regard to each 
particular court) confined to very narrow limits; and so 
ascending gradually to those of the most extensive and tran- 
scendent power. 


I. THe lowest, and at the same time the most expeditious, 
court of justice known to the law of England is the court of 
piepoudre, cursa pedis pulverizaté ; so called from the dusty feet 
of the suitors; or, according to sir Edward Coke °, because 
justice is there done as speedily as dust can fall from the foot; 
-—— upon the same principle that justice among the Jews was 
administered in the gate of the city‘, that the proceedings 


might be the more speedy, as well as public. But the etymo-. 


logy given us by a learned modern writer’ is much more 
ingemous and satisfactory; it being derived, according to 
him, from pied prddreauz, (a pedlar, in old French,) and there- 
fore signifying the court of such petty chapmen as resort to 
fairs or markets. It is a court of record, incident to every 
fair and market: of which the steward of him who owns or 
has the toll of the market, is the judge; and its jurisdiction 
extends to administer justice for all commercial injuries done 
in that very fair or market, and not in any preceding one. 
So that the injury must be done, complained of, heard, and 
determined, within the compass of one and the same day, 
unless the fair continues longer. ‘The court hath cognizance 
of all matters of contract that can possibly arise within the pre- 
cinct of that fair or market; and the plaintiff must make oath 
that the cause of action arose there®. From this court a 
writ of error lies, in the nature of an appeal, to the courts 
at Westminster"; which are now also bound by the statute 
19 Geo. III. c.70, to issue writs of execution, in aid of it’s 
process, after judgment, where the person or effects of the 
defendant are not within the limits of this inferior jurisdic- 
tion; which may possibly occasion the revival of the practice 


‘4 Ipst. 272. 8 Stat. 17 Edw. [V. c. 2. 
© Ruth, c. 4. h Cro, Eliz. 773. 
f Barnngton’s observat. on the stat. . 

423%. 4th ed. 
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and. proceedings in these courts, which are now ina manner 
forgotten. The reason of their original institution seems to 
have been, to do justice expeditiously among the variety of 
persons that resort from distant places to a fair or market: 
since it is probable that no other inferior court might be able 
to serve it’s process, or execute it’s judgments, on both, or 
perhaps either of the parties; and therefore unless this court 
had been erected, the complaint must necessarily have resorted, 
even in the first instance, to some superior judicature. 


II. THe court-baron is a court incident to every manor in 
the kingdom, to be holden by the steward within the said 
manor. ‘This court-baron is of two natures’: the one 1s a 
customary court, of which we formerly spoke“, appertain- 
ing entirely to the copyholders, in which their estates are 
transferred by surrender and admittance, and other matters 
transacted relative to their tenures only. The other, of 
which we now speak, is a court of common law, and it is 
the court of the barons, by which name the freeholders were 
sometimes antiently called: for that it 1s held before the 

34 J] freeholders who owe suit and service to the manor, the stew- 
ard being rather the registrar than the judge. ‘These courts, 
though in their nature distinct, are frequently confounded 
together. The court we are now considering, vz. the free- 
holder’s court, was composed of the lord’s tenants, who were 
the pares of each other, and were bound by their feodal te- 
nure to assist their lord in the dispensation of domestic justice. 
This was formerly held every three weeks; and it’s most im- 
portant business 13 to determine, by writ of right, all contro- 
versies relating to the right of lands within the manor. It 
may also hold plea of any personal actions, of debt, trespass 
on the case, or the like, where the debt or damages do not 
amount to forty shillings'; which 1s the same sum, or three 
marks, that bounded the jurisdiction of the antient Gothic 
courts, in their lowest instance, or jfierding-courts, so called 
because four were instituted within every superior district or 
hundred™. But the proceedings on a writ of right may be 
removed into the county-court by a precept from the sheriff 


* . 


1 Co. Litt. 58. 1 Finch, 248. 
k Book 2, ch.4, ch. 6, and ch. 22. ™ Steirnhook de jure Goth, l. 1, c. 2. 
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called a folt", “ quia tolitt atque eximit causam e curia ba- 
“* ronum °.” And the proceedings in all other actions may 
be removed into the superior courts by the king’s writs of 
pone’, or accedas ad curiam, according to the nature of the 
suit’. After judgment given, a writ also of false judgment" 
lies to the courts at Westminster to rehear and review the 
cause, and not a writ of error; for this is not a court of 
record: and therefore in some of these writs of removal, the 
first direction given is to cause the plaint to be revorded, 
recordari facias loquelam. (2) ° 


III. A HUNDRED-couRT is only a larger court-baron, being 
held for ail the inhabitants of a particular hundred instead of 
a manor. ‘The free suitors are here also the judges, and 
the steward the registrar, as in the case ofacourt-baron. Itis 
hikewise no court of record; resembling the former in all 
points, exeept that in point of territory it 1s of a greater ju- 
risdiction®. This is said by sir Edward Coke to have been 
derived out of the county-court for the ease of the people, 
that they might have justice done to them at their own doors, 
without any charge or loss of time‘; but its institution was 
probably coeval with that of hundreds themselves, which 
were formerly observed ’ to have been introduced, though not 


n F.N B.3,4 See Append. No 1.§2. ° F NB.18. 

o 3 Rep. pref. * Finch. L 243, 4 Inst. 267. 
P See Append No I §39. t 2 Inst. 71. 

4F.N.B 4.70 Finch L 444,445. v Vol I. p 116. 


(2) Suits might be commenced 1n these inferior courts either by original 
writ out of Chancery, or without it, simply by lodging a plaint of the 
wrong complained of. The writ of pone was adapted to the former case, 
that of accedas ad curiam to the latter. Both are commands from the king 
to the sheriff to remove the plaint to the superior court, and to summon the 
party who sues or 1s sued, as the case may be, to attend there to prosecute 
or defend the same The delivery of either of these writs to the proper: 
officer of the inferior court, 1s a bar to any further proceeding there. The 
writ of pone merely directs the sheriff to bring before the superior court 
the plaint and the writ whereon it 1s founded, because the writ 1s a record. 
See the form, F.N.B.70 The wnt of accedas ad curiam commands the 
sheriff to take with him four discreet and lawful knights of his county, and 
in his own proper person go to the court of the lord, and in that full 
court cause to be recorded the plaint which was before not of record, and 
then to bring the record before the superior court. 
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invented by Alfred, being derived from the polity of the 
antient Germans. The centeni, we may remember, were the 
principal inhabitants of a district composed of different vil- 
lages, originally in number a Aundred, but afterwards only 
called by that name"; and who probably gave the same deno- 
mination to the district out of which they were chosen. 
Ceesar speaks positively of the judicial power exercised in thezr 
hundred-courts and courts-baron. “ Principes regionum, atque 
pagorum,” (which we may. fairly construe, the lords of hun- 
dreds and manors,) *“ znter swos jus dicunt, controverstasque 
6 minuunt™.’? And Tacitus, who had examined their consti- 
tution still more attentively, informs us not only of the au- 
thority of the lords, but of that of the centenz, the hundredors 
or jury; who were taken out of the common freeholders, 
and had themselves a share in the determination. ‘“ Eligun- 
“6 tur in conctlits et principes, qut jura per pagos ‘vicosque 
“6 reddunt: centent singulis, ex plebe comttes, constlium semul et 
6 auctoritas, adsunt*.? 'This hundred-court was denominated 
haereda in the Gothic constitution ¥. But this court, as causes 
are equally liable to removal from hence, as from the common 
court-baron, and by the same writs, and may also be reviewed 
by writ of false judgment, is therefore fallen to equal disuse 
with regard to the trial of actions. (3) 


« Centent ex singulis pagis sunt, iddque ~ de Bell.Gall 16 c.23 
wsumanter suos vocantur, et,quod primo *de Mortb. German c 13 
numerus fut, yam nomen et honor est Y Stiernhook, 7 1. c.12 
Tac.de Mor Germ c. 6. 


(3) There is scarcely any point of legal antiquity more obscure than the 
history and functions of the hundred-court It seems certainly to have 
been originally a king’s court, and to have been held by some subordinate 
officer of the shenff. But as holding a court was a source of profit, 1t was 
common both for the sheriff to let his hundred-courts to farm, and for the 
crown to:.sever them from his jurisdiction either wholly or in part, and 
to grant them out as franchises to individuals Both these practices would 
naturally lead to great inconveniences; and therefore we find the 23 H.6 
c. 9. forbidding the sheriff in future to let to farm his hundreds or wa- 
‘pentakes; as the 14 E.3.c.9, enforcing the +E.3 c 15. had before re- 
strained the farm at which they were to be let in all cases, and provided for 
rejoming them to the counties, or seizmg them into the king’s hands in 
some others. But the learning respecting this court is now rather matter 
of antiquarian speculation, than practical utility 
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IV. Tue county-court is a court incident to the jurisdic- 
tion of the sheriff It is not a court of record, but may hold 
pleas of debt or damages under the value of forty shillings*. [ 36 ] 
Over some of which causes these inferior courf® have, by the 
express words of the statute of Gloucester*, a jurisdiction 
totally exclusive of the king’s superior courts. For in order 
to be entitled to sue an action of trespass for goods before the 
king’s justiciars, the plaintiff is directed to make affidavit that 
the cause of action does really and bona fide amount to 40s.; 
which affidavit is now unaccountably disused», except in the 
court of exchequer (4). The statute also 43 Eliz. c. 6. which 
gives the judges in many personal actions, where the jury 
assess less damages than 40s., a power to certify the same, and 
abridge the plaintiff of his full costs, was also meant to pre- 
vent vexation by litigious plaintiffs; who, for purposes of 
mere oppression, might be inclinable to institute suits in the 
superior courts for injuries of a trifling value. The county- 
court may also hold plea of many real actions, and of all 
personal actions to any amount, by virtue of a special writ 
called a justecies, which is a writ empowering the sheriff for 
the sake of dispatch to do the same justice in his county- 
court as might otherwise be had at Westminster’. The 
freeholders of the county are the real judges in this court, 
and the sheriff is the ministerial officer. The great conflux 
of freeholders who are supposed always to attend at the 
county-court, (which Spelman calls cura plebeiae justetiae et 
theatrum comitrvae potestatrs*,) is the reason why all acts of 
parliament at the end of every session were wont to be there 
published by the sheriff; why all outlawries of absconding 


% 4 Inst. 266 © Finch. 318. F. N. B. 152. 
26 Edw. I.c 8. 4 Gloss. v comitatus. 
b 2 Inst. 311. 


(4) Wherever it appears, however, to the superior court, either by the 
acknowledgment of the plaintiff, the uncontradicted affidavit of the de- 
fendant, or upon the record itself, that the sum demanded is under 40s , 
it will stay the proceedings. And in one instance this would have, been 
done, but for an informality, even in an action on the case, where the 
demand was for uncertain damages, but in which the plaintiff had ac- 
knowledged the amount of the loss sustamed to be under 40s. Melton 
v. Garment, 2 N.R. 84. : 


56 PRIVATE Boox IL 


offenders are there proclaimed ; and why all populer elections 
which the freeholders are to make, as formerly of sheriffs 
and conservators of the peace, and still of coroners, ver- 
derors, and Waights of the shire, must ever be made zn pleko 
comitatu, or in full county-court. By the statute 2 Edw. VI. 
c. 25. no county-court shall be adjourned longer than for 
one month, consisting of twenty-eight days. And this was 
37 ] also the antient usage, as appears from the laws of king Ed- 
ward the elder *; “ praepositus (that is, the sheriff ) ad quartam 
“6 circiter septimanam frequentem popult concronem celebrato: 
“S curque gus dicito ; litesque singulas dirimito.” In those times 
the county-court was a court of great dignity and splendor, 
the bishop and the ealdorman (or ear]) with the principal 
men of the shire sitting therein to admunister justice both in 
lay and ecclesiastical causes*. But its dignity was much 
impaired, when the bishop was prohibited and the earl 
neglected to attend it. And, in modern times, as proceed- 
ings are removable from hence into the king’s superior courts 
by writ of pone or recordar: ®, in the same manner as from 
hundred-courts, and courts-baron: and as the same writ of 
false judgment may be had, in nature of a writ of error; this 
has occasioned the same disuse of bringing actions therein. 


THEsE are the several species of common law courts, 
which, though dispersed universally throughout the realm, 
are nevertheless of a partial jurisdiction, and confined to 
particular districts: yet communicating with, and as it were 
members of, the superior courts of 2 more extended and 
general nature; which are calculated for the administration 
of redress, not in any one lordship, hundred, or county only, 
but throughout the whole kingdom at large. Of which 


sort is, 


V. THE court of common pleas, or, as it is frequently 
termed in law, the court of common bench. 


By the antient Saxon constitution there was only one su- 
perior court of justtte in the kingdom; and that court had 


. Cc. 11. g F, N. B. 70. Finch. 445. 
‘EL. Eadgart c. 5. 
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cognizance both of civil and spiritual causes: viz. the wédftena- 
gemote, or general council, which assembled annually or 
oftener, wherever the king kept his Christmas, Easter, or 
Whitsuntide, as well to do private justice as to consult upon 
public business. At the conquest the ecclesiastical jurisdic- 
tion was diverted into another channel; and the conqueror, 
fearing danger from these annual parliaments, contrived also 
to separate their ministerial power, as judges, from their de- 
liberative, as counsellors to the crown. He therefore estab- 
lished a constant court in his own hall, thence called by 
Bracton ", and other antient authors, aula regia, or aula regis. 
This court was composed of the king’s great officers of state 
resident in his palace, and usually attendant on his person : 
such as the lord high constable and lord mareschal, who 
chiefly presided in matters of honour dnd of arms, determining 
according to the law military and the law of nations. Besides 
these, there were the lord high steward, and lord great cham~ 
berlain; the steward of the household; the lord chancellor, 
whose peculiar business it was to keep the king’s seal, and 
examine all such writs, grants, and letters, as were to pass 
under that authority; and the lord high treasurer, who was 
the principal adviser in all matters relating to the revenue. 
These high officers were assisted by certain persons learned 
in the laws, who were called the king’s justiciars or justices ; 
and by the greater barons of parliament, all of whom had a 
seat in the auia regia, and formed a kind of court of appeal, 
or rather of advice, in matters of great moment and difficulty. 
All these in their several departments transacted all secular 
business both criminal and civil, and likewise the matters of 
the revenue: and over all presided one special magistrate, 
called the chief justiciar or capztalts gusticrarius tottus Angle ; 
who was also the principal minister of state, the second man 
in the kingdom, and by virtue of his office guardian of the 
realm in the king’s absence. And this officer it was, who 
principally determined all the vast variety of causes that arose 
in this extensive jurisdiction; and from the plenitude of his 
power grew at length both obnoxious to the people, and dan 

gerous' to the government which employed him’. 


Tus great universal court being bound to follow the king’s* 


i.8. trl ¢.7. i Spelm. Gl, 331, 2,3. Gilb. Hist. C. P. mired. 17. 
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housebold in all its progresses and expeditions, the trial of 
common causes therein was found very burthensome to the 
subject. Wherefore king John, who dreaded also the power 
of the justiciar, very readily consented to that article which 
now forms the eleventh chapter of magna carta, and enacts, 
“that communia placita non sequantur curiam nostram, sed 
‘‘ teneantur in aliquo loco certo.” This certain place was 
established in Westminster-hall, the place where the aula regzs 
originally sate, when the king resided in that city; and there 
it hath ever since continued. And the court being thus 
rendered fixed and stationary, the judges became so too, and a 
chief with other justices of the common pleas was thereupon 
appointed; with jurisdiction to hear and determine all pleas 
of land, and injuries merely civil between subject and subject. 
Which critical establishment of this principal court of com- 
mon law, at that particular juncture and that particular place, 
gave rise to the inns of court in its neighbourhood; and, 
thereby collecting together the whole body of the common 
lawyers, enabled the law itself to withstand the attacks of the 
canonists and civilians, who laboured to extirpate and destroy 
it'. This precedent was soon after copied by king Philip the 
Fair in France, who about the year 1302 fixed the parliament 
of Paris to abide constantly in that metropolis; which before 
used to follow the person of the king wherever he went, and 
in which he himself used frequently to decide the causes that 
were there depending; but all were then referred to the sole 
cognizance of the parliament and its learned judges*. And 
thus also in 1495 the emperor Maximilian I. fixed the im- 
perial chamber (which before always travelled with the court 
and household) to be constantly held at Worms, from whence 
it was afterwards translated to Spire’. 


THE aula regia being thus stripped of so considerable a 
branch of its jurisdiction, and the power of the chief justi- 
ciar being also considerably curbed by many articles in the 
great charter, the authority of both began to decline apace 
under the long and troublesome reign of king Henry III. 
And, in farther pursuance of this example, the other several 
offices of the chief justiciar were under Edward the first 
(who ngw-modelled the whole frame of our judicial polity) 

& 


i See Vol. I. introd. § 1. 1 Tied, xxix, 467. 
* Mod. Un. Hist xxii. $96. 
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subdivided and broken into distinct courts of Judicature. A 
court of chivalry was erected, over which the constable and 
mareschal presided ; as did the steward of the household over 
another, constituted to regulate the king’s domestic servants. 
The high steward, with the barons of parliament, formed an 
august tribunal for the trial of delinquent peers; and the 
barons reserved to themselves.in parliament the right of re- 
viewing the sentences of other courts in the last resort. The 
distribution of common justice between man and man was 
thrown into so provident an order, that the great judicial 
officers were made to form a cheque upon each other: the 
court of chancery issuing all original writs under the great 
seal to the other courts; the common pleas being allowed to 
determine all causes between private subjects; the exchequer 
managing the king’s revenue; and the court of king’s bench 
retaining all the jurisdiction which was not cantoned out to 
other courts, and particularly the superintendance of all the 
rest by way of appeal; and the sole cognizance of pleas of the 
crown or criminal causes. For pleas or suits are regularly 
divided into two sorts; pleas of the crown, which comprehend 
all crimes and misdemesnors, ‘wherem the king (on behalf of 
the public) is the plaintiff; and common pieas, which include 
all civil actions, depending between subject and subject. The 
former of these were the proper object of the jurisdiction of 
the court of king’s bench ; the latter of the court of common 
pleas: which is a court of record, and is styled by sir Edward 
Coke ™ the lock and key of the common law; for herein only 
can real actions, that is, actions which concern the right of 
freehold or the realty, be originally brought; and all other, 
or personal, pleas between man and man are likewise here 
determined ; though in most of ¢hem the king’s bench has also 
a concurrent authority. 


THE judges of this court are at present " four (5) in number, 


™ 4 Inst. 99. 

" King James I during the greater 
part of his reign appointed five judges 1n 
the courts of king's bench and common 
pleas, for the benefit of a casting voice in 
case of a difference in opinjon, and that 


the circuits might at all times be fully 
supphed with judges of the superior 
courts, And in subsequent reigns, 
upon the permanent indisposition of a 
judge, a fifth hath been sometimes 
appointed. Raym. 475. 





(5) It is Paley I think who ‘notices the advantage of the number four, that 
no judgment can be given but with the concurrence of three to one; whereas 
with any other number, questions might be decided by a casting vote. 
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given. by siatute, may be brought in the king’s bench as 

as in the common pleas’. And yet this court might — 
have held plea of any civil action (other than actions real) 
provided the defendant was an officer of the court; or in the 
Custody of the marshal, or prison-keeper, of this court; for 
a breach of the peace or any other offence’. And, in pro- 
cess of time, it began by a fiction to hold plea of all per- 
sonal actions whatsoever, and has continued to do so for 
ages*: it being surmised that the defendant is arrested for a 
supposed trespass, which he never has in reality committed ; 
and, being thus in the custody of the marshal of this court, 
the plaintiff is at liberty to proceed against him for any other 
personal injury: which surmise, of being in the marshal’s 
custody, the defendant is not at liberty to dispute’. And 
these fictions of law, though at first they may startle the 
student, he will find upon further consideration to be highly 
beneficial and useful; especially as this maxim is ever inva- 
riably observed, that no fiction shall extend to work an injury; 
it’s proper operation being to prevent a mischief, or remedy 
an inconvenience, that might result from the general rule of 
law’. So true it is, that in fictsone juris semper subsistit aequi- 
tas*, In the present case, it gives the suitor his choice of 
more than one tribunal, before which he may institute his 
action; and prevents the circuity and delay of justice, . by 
allowing that suit to be qriginally, and in the first instance, 
commenced in this court, which, after a determination in 
another, might ultimately be braught before it on a writ of 
error. 


For this court is likewise a court of appeal, into which 
may be removed by a writ of error all determinations of the 
court of common pleas, and of all inferior courts of record 
in England: and to which a writ of error lies also from the 
court of king’s bench in Ireland. (7) Yet even this so high 


Y Carth. 234. adversus veriiatum fing ? Nam fictro 
** 4 Inst. 71. nihil altud est, quam legis adversus vert- 
* Id. 72, tatemin re posninit ex gusta causa dispo-~ 


® Thus too in the civil law; contra sitso. (Gothofred, tn Ff. 1, 22. t. 3.) 
Sictionem non admititur probatio: quid ‘¢ 3 Rep. $0. 2 Roll. Rep 502, 
enim efficeret probaho ventahs, ubt fictio 411 Rep. 51. Co. Litt, 150, 
a enna eceaenenemmeeeremmemememmmnmamemnnneennen ane en en aenneneencan eae 

(7) But see Vol.I. p. 104. 
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and honourable court is not the dernier resort of the subject : 
for if he be not satisfied with any determination here, he 
may remove it by writ of error into the house oflords, or the 
court of exchequer chamber, as the case may happen, ac- 
cording to the nature of the suit, and the manner in which 
it has been prosecuted, 


VII. Tue court of exchequer is inferior in rank not only 
to the court of king’s bench, but to the common pleas also: 
but I have chosen to consider it in this order, on account of 
it's double capacity, as a court of law and‘a court of equity 
also, It is a very antient court of record, set up by William 
the conqueror‘, as a part of the aula regia’, though regu- 
lated and reduced to it’s present order by king Edward I. ®; 
and imtended principally to order the revenues of the crown, 
and to recover the king’s debts and duties." It is called the 
exchequer scaccharium, from the checqued cloth, resembling 
a chess-board, which covers the table there; and on which, 
when certain of the king’s accounts are made up, the sums 
are marked and scored with counters. It consists of two 
divisions: the receipt of the exchequer, which manages the 
royal revenue, and with which these commentaries have no 
concern; and the court or judicial part of it, which is again 
subdivided into a court of equity and a court of common 
law. 

a 

THE court of equity is held in the exchequer chamber 
before the lord treasurer, the chancellor of the exchequer, the 
chief baron, and three puzsné ones. These Mr. Selden con- 
jectures' to have been antiently made out of such as were 


© Lamb <drchewn 32. "4 Inst. 108—@116. Madox. hist. 
f Madox. hist. exch. 109. (8) exch. 109 
& Spelm, Gull I. i cod. leg. vet. + Tit. hon. 2.5, 16. 

apud Wilkins 


(8) Madox does not go farther than to propose it as a conjecture which 
the reader may be at hberty to refuse if he does not think it sufficiently 
supported, that the exchequer was erected in England by one of the Anglo- 
Norman kings after the model of the exchequer in Normandy. (P. 122.) 
The first record which he cites as mentioning 1t is a charter by Henry the 
First. Spelman, in the passage referred to next, states the fact as given in 
the text. 
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barons of the kingdom, or parliamentary barons; and thence 

to have derived their name; which cénjecture receives great 

strength from Bracton’s explanation of magna carta, ¢. 14, 

which directs that the earls and barons be amerced by their 

peers; that is, says he, by the barons of the exchequer. * 

The primary and original business of this court is to call the 

king’s debtors to account, by bill filed by the attorney-gene- 

ral; and to recover any lands, tenements, or hereditaments, 

any goods, chattels, or other profits or benefits, belonging to 

the crown. So that by their original constitution the juris- 

diction of the courts of common pleas, king’s bench, and 

exchequer, was entirely separate and distinct: the common 

pleas being intended to decide all controversies between sub- 

ject and subject; the king’s bench to correct all crimes and 
misdemesnors that amount to a breach of the peace, the king 

being then plaintiff, as such offences are in open derogation 

of the jura regalia of his crown: and the exchequer to ad- 

just and recover his revenue, wherein the king also 1s plain- 
tiff, as the withholding and non-payment thereof is an injury 
to his ura jiscala. But, as by a fiction almost all sorts of 

civil actions are now allowed to be brought in the king’s 

bench, in like manner by another fiction all kinds of personal 

suits may be prosecuted in the court of exchequer. For as 

all the officers and ministers of this court have, like those of 

other superior courts, the privilege of suing and being sued 

,only in their own court; so also the king’s debtors and far- 
mers, and all accomptants of the exchequer, are privileged 

to sue and implead all manner of persons in the same court of 

equity, that they themselves are called into. They have like- 

wise privilege to sue and implead one another, or any stranger, 

in the same kind of common law actions (where the personalty 

only is concerned) as are prosecuted in the court of common 

pleas. ' 

(46 ] Tus gives original to the common law part of their ju- 
risdiction, which was established merely for the benefit of the 

king’s accomptants, and 1s exercised by the barons only of 

the exchequer, and not the treasurer or chancellor. The 

writ upon which ali proceedings here are grounded is called 
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a quo minus: in whigh the plaintiff suggésts that he is the)’ 
king’s farmer or debtof, and that the defendant hath done 
him the injury or damage complained of;.quo minus sufficiehs 
existit, by which he is the less able to pay the king his debt 
or rent. And these suits are expressly directed, by what is 
called the statute of Rutland’, to be confined to such matters 
only, as specially concern the king or his ministers of the 
exchequer. And by the artyculi super cartas™, it is enacted, 
that no common pleas”be thenceforth holden in the exche- 
quer contrary to the form of the great charter. But now, 
by the suggestion of privilege, any person may be admitted 
to sue in the exchequer as well as the king’s accomptant. The 
surmise, of being debtor to the king, 1s therefore become 
matter of form and mere words of course, and the court is 
open to all the nation equally. The same holds with regard 
to the equity side of the court: for there any person may file 
a bill against another upon a bare suggestion that he is the 
king’s* accomptant; but whether he is so, or not, is never 
controverted. In-this court on the equity side, the clergy 
have long used to exhibit their bills for the non-payment of 
tithes ; in which case the surmise of being the king’s debtor 
is no fiction, they being bound to pay him their first-fruits, 
and annual tenths. But the chancery has of late years ob- 
tained a large share in this business, (9) 


110 Edw. I. s.11. m 92s Edw. I. c. 4, 


(9) By the 57G.3 c.18. the chief baron, and 1n his absence from sick- 
ness or other unavoidable cause, any puisné baron specially appointed by 
warrant, 1s authorised to hear and determine alone all causes and matters 
pending in the exchequer, as a court of equity; his decrees, orders, and 
acts are decrees, &c. of the court, and subject to alteration only by appeal 
to the lords. Under this act a great proportion of the equity business of 
the court is now done by the chief baron alone, and probably some advan- 
tage is gained to the public by the dispatch which this division of the 
court is calculated to produce, although for obvious reasons 1t must not be 
taken that the dispatch is the same in a divided court as if two independ. 
ent courts were sitting at the same time. But whatever may be the amount 
of this advantage, it may reasonably be questioned whether the same mighy 
not have been obtained by some unobyjectionable modifications of the ge- 
neral practice of the court, which might have left its judicial constitution. 
untouched, The suitor certainly will always feel that he has a right to 
have his claims discussed and decided by the collective learning and wis- 
dom of the full court, and without the least disrespect to the other mem- 

E 2 bers, 


47]  VITL Tax high court of chancery is the only remaining, 
and in matters of civil property by much the most important 
of any, of the king’s superior and original courts of justice. 
It has its name of chancery, cancellaria, from the judge who 
presides here, the lord chancellor or cancellarius; who, sir 
Edward Coke tells us, is so termed a cancellando, from can- 
celling the king’s letters patent when granted contrary to 
law, which is the highest point of his jurisdiction." But the 
office and name of chancellor (however derived) was cer- 
tainly known to the courts of the Roman emperors: where 
it originally seems to have signified a chief scribe or secretary, 
who was afterwards invested with several judicial powers, and 
a general superintendency over the rest of the officers of the 
prince. From the Roman empire it passed to the Roman 
church, ever emulous of impenial state; and hence every 
bishop has to this day his chancellor, the principal judge of 
his consistory. And when the modern kingdoms of Europe 
were established upon the ruins of the empire, almost every 
state preserved it’s chancellor, with different jurisdictions and 
dignities, according to their different constitutions. But in 
all of them he seems to have had the supervision of all char- 
ters, letters, and such other public iustruments of the crown, 
as were authenticated in the most solemn manner: and there- 
fore when seals came in use, he had always the custody of 
the king’s great seal. So that the office of chancellor, or 
Jord keeper, (whose authority by statute 5 Eliz. c. 18. is 


© 4 Inst. 88. 


bers, he may retire from the hearing of his cause, not entirely satisfied with 
\ judgment in which the chief on the one hand, or the three puisné barons 
on the other, have taken no part. 

I shall be excused for mentioning this, when it is considered that a re- 
cent alteration, similar in its results, has been made, though it 1s to be hoped 
only temporarily, in the court of king’s bench. See post. p. 278, 


beexactly the same,) is with us at thix day created 
by the mere delivery of the king’s great seal into his custod jas 
whereby he becomes, without writ or patent, an officer: of 
the greatest weight and power of any now subsisting in the 
kingdom ; and superior in peint ef precedency to every tem- 
poral lord.? He is a privy counsellor by his office 4, and 
according to lerd chancellor Ellesmere’, prolocutor of the 
house of lords by prescription. To him belongs the appoint- 
ment of all justices of the peace throughout the kingdom. 
Being formerly usually an ecelesiastic, (for none else were 
then capable of an office so conversant in writings,) and pre- 
siding over the royal chapel *, he became keeper of the king’s 
conscience ; visitor, in right of the king,} of all hospitals and 
colleges of the king’s foundation; and patron of all the king’s 
livings under the value of twenty marks' per annum in the 
king’s books. He is the general guardian of all infants, 
idiots, and lunatics; and has the general superintendance of all 
charitable uses in the kingdom. And all this, over and above 
the vast and extensive jurisdiction which he exercises in his 
judicial capacity in the court of chancery; wherein, as in the 
exchequer, there are two distinct tribunals: the one ordinary, 
being a court of common law ; the other extraordinary, oe 
a court of equity. (10) 


Tue ordinary legal court is much more antient than the 
court of equity. Its jurisdiction is to hold plea upon a scire 
facras to repeal and cancel the king’s letters patent, when 
made against law, or upon untrue suggestions; and to hold 


© Lamb. <Archewn. 56. 1 Roll. * Madox. Inst. of exch. 42. 


Abr. 385. ‘38 Edw. IID. F.N, B 35. though 
P Stat. 31 Hen. VIII. c. 10. Hobart (214.) extends this value to 
9 Selden. office of lord chanc. § 8. ” 


T Of the office of lord chancellor, edéé. 


(10) By the r W. & M. st. 1. c. 21. all the authority, jurisdiction, emo- 
luments, and advantages of the lord chancellor or lord keeper may be 
exercised’ and had by lords commissioners, who shall have precedence next 
after the peers of the realm, and speaker of the house of commons; but 
if one of them be a peer, he shall take place according to his peerage. 
One of these commissioners may, in the absence of the rest, hear motions, 
and make orders as to the interlocutory proceedings in a cause, but no 
decree shall be made, nor the great seal puff to any thing, but in the 
rence of two commissioners. 
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plea of petitions, monstrans de droit, traverses of offices, and 
the like; when the king hath been advised to do any act, or 
is put in possession of any lands or goods, in prejudice of a 
subject’s right." (11) On proof of which, as the king can never 
be supposed intentionally to do any wrong, the law questions 
not, but he will immediately redress the injury; and refers 
that conscientipus task to the chancellor, the keeper of his 
conscience. It also appertains to this court to hold plea of 
all personal actions, where any officer or minister of the court 
is a party.” It might likewise hold plea (by scere faczas) of 
partitions of land in coparcenary*, and of dower’, where 
any ward of the crown was concerned in interest, so long as 
the military tenures subsisted: as 1t now may also do of the 
tithes of forest land, where granted by the kmg, and claimed 
by a stranger against the grantee of the crown’; and of exe- 
cutions on statutes, or recognizances in nature thereof by the 
statute 23 Hen, VIII. ¢.6." (12) Butif any cause comes to 
issue in this court, that is, if any fact be disputed between the 
parties, the chancellor cannot try it, having no power to sum- 
mon a jury; but must deliver the record propria manu into 
the court of king’s bench, where it shall be tried by the coun- 
try, and judgment shall be there given thereon’. (13) And 
when judgment is given in chancery upon demurrer or the 


U4 Rep. 54 7 Bro Abr ttt. dismes. 10 
w 4 Inst. 80 * 2 Roll. Abr. 469 2 Saund. p 6. 
* Co. Litt 171. F.N B 62. > Cro. Jac. 12. Latch. 112 


Y Bro, Abr tit. dower. 66, Moor. 565, 


(11) See post. c, xvil. p. 254. 
(12) See Vol II. p 160. 
(13) It 1s important to confine this observation (which 1s not always 


done) to the common law side of the court of chancery Sitting as a judge 
at common law, and trying causes according to the rules of common law, 
the lord chancellor cannot decide by himself a disputed fact, and has no 
power of issuing process to the sheriff or other officer for summoning a 
jury. But on the equity side of the court, where the jurisdiction of the 
lord chancellor 1s placed entirely on other grounds than those of the com- 
mon law, he is equally competent to decide on disputed facts, as on dis- 
puted law, and it is matter of discretion only when he either orders or 
permits the parties to submit the trial of such fact to the cognisance of a 
jury. For the manner in which this 1s done, see post 452. According 
to the later precedents, when a record comes into the king’s bench from 
chancery, the vhancellor does not deliver it proprté manu, but sends it 
the clerk of the petty bag. 1 Equity Ca. Abr. 128. 
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like, a writ of error in nature of an appeal lies out of this 
ordinary court into the court of king’s bench‘: though so 
little is usually done on the common law side of the court, 
that I have met with no traces of any writ of error’ being 
actually brought, since the fourteenth year of ae Eliza- 
beth, 4. D. 1572. 


In this ordinary, or legal, court is also kept the officina 
justitiae: out of which all original writs that pass under the 
great seal, all commissions of charitable uses, sewers, bank- 
ruptcy, idiotcy, lunacy, and the like, do issue; and for which 
it is always open to the subject, who may there at any time 
demand and have, ex debrto justitzae, any writ that his occa- 
sions may call for. These writs (relating to the business of 
the subject) and the returns to them were, according to the 
simplicity of antient times, originally kept in a hamper, in 
hanaperto; and the others (relating to such matters wherein 
the crown 1s immediately or mediately concerned) were pre- 
served ina little sack or bag, #n parva baga; and thence hath 
arisen the distinction of the hanaper office, and petty bag office, 
which both belong to the common law court in chancery. 


Bur the extraordinary court, or court of equity, is now 
become the court of the greatest judicial consequence. This 
distinction between law and equity, as administered in dif- 
ferent courts, is not at present known, nor seerhs to have ever 
been known, in any other country at any time®: and yet the 
difference of one from the other, when administered by the 
same tribunal, was perfectly famihar to the Romans‘; the 
jus praetorium, or discretion of the praetor, bemg distinct from 


© Year-book, 18 Edward III. 25. moderate them by equity, (Mod Un 
17 Ass. 24. 29 Ass. 47. Dyer. 315. Hist. xxu. 237.) seems rather to have 
1 Roll Rep. 287. 4 Inst. 80. been a court of appeal. 


¢ The opinion of lord keeper North, 
in 1682, (1 Vern. 181. 1 Equ. Cas. 
abr. 129.) that no such writ of error lay, 
and that an injunction might be issued 
against it, seems not to have been well 
considered, 

° The counci of conscience, instituted 
by John ITI. king of Portugal, to review 
the sentence of all inferior courts, and 


f Thus too the parliament of Paris, 
the court of session in Scotland, and 
every other jurisdiction in Europe of 
which we have any tolerable account, 
found all their decisions as well upon 
principles of equity as those of positive 
law. (Lord Kaims, histor. law tracts, I, 
$25. 330. princ. of equity. 44.) 
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the :Jeges or standing laws; but the power of both centered 
in one and the same magistrate, who was equally entrusted 
to pronounce the rule of law, and to apply it to particular 
cases, by the principles of equity. With us too, the ada 
regia, which was the supreme court of judicature, undoubt- 
edly administered equal justice according to the rules of both 
or either, as the case might chance to require: and, when 
that was broken to pieces, the idea of a court of equity, as 
distinguished from a court of law, did not subsist in the ori- 
ginal plan of partition. For though equity is mentioned by 
Bracton" as a thing contrasted to strict law, yet neither in 
that writer, nor in Glanvil or Fleta, nor yet in Britton, (com- 
posed under the auspices and in the name of Edward I., and 
treating particularly of courts and their several jurisdictions, ) 
is there a syllable to be found relating to the equitable juris- 
diction of the court of chancery. It seems therefore probable, 
that when the courts of law, proceeding merely upon the 
ground of the king’s original writs, and confining themselves 
strictly to that bottom, gave a harsh or imperfect judgment, 
the application for redress used to be to the king in person 
assisted by his privy council; (from whence also arose the 
jurisdiction of the court of requests ', which was virtually abo- 
lished by the statute 16 Car. I. c. 10.) and they were wont 
to refer the matter either to the chancellor and a select com- 
mittee, or by degrees to the chancellor only, who mitigated 
the severity or supplied the defects of the judgments pro- 
nounced in the courts of law, upon weighing the circum- 
stances of the case. This was the custom not only among 
our Saxon ancestors, before the institution of the aula regia *, 


8 Thus Cicero “ yam nhs promuss ‘ before them ; properly all poor men’s 


6 non esse standum, quis non videt, que 
“ coactus quis metu que deceptus dolo 
‘6 promssertt ? que quidem pleraque jure 
‘¢ praetorio hberantur, nonnulla legibus.” 
Offic. 4 i.x. 

11,2. c. 7. fal. 23. 

‘The matters cognizable in this 
court, immediately before it’s dissolu- 
tion, were “almost @il suits, that by 
‘colour of equity, or supplication 
‘ made to the prince, might bé brought 


‘¢ suits, which were made to her majesty 
‘¢ by supplication ; and this 1s called the 
‘¢ poor man’s court, because there he 
«¢ should have right, without paying any 
“money” (Smith’s commonwealth, 
b 8 c. 7.) 

k Nemo ad regem appellet pro alqua 
lute, ntsc domi gure suo dignus esse, vel 
jus consegus non poss. St jus nemis 
severum su, alleviatro demde guaeratur 
apud regem. LL. Edg. c, 2. 
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but also after it’s dissolution, im the reign of king Edward I.! 
and perhaps during it’s continuance, in that of Henry II.™ 


In these early times the chief judicial employment of the 
chancellor must have been in devising new writs, directed to 
the courts of common law, to give remedy in cases where 
none was before administered. And to quicken the diligence 
of the clerks in the chancery, who were too much attached 
to antient precedents, it is provided by statute Westm. 2. 
18 Edw. I. c. 24., that “ whensoever from thenceforth in 
‘¢ one case a writ shall be found in the chancery, and in a 
‘‘ like case falling under the same right and requiring like 

remedy no precedent of a writ can be produced, the clerks 
‘‘ in chancery shall agree in forming a new one; and, if 
‘“‘ they cannot agree, it shall be adjourned to the next parlia- 
‘ ment, where a writ shall be framed by consent of the 
‘‘ learned in the law ®, lest it happen for the future, that the 
“ court of our lord the king be deficient in doing justice to 
“‘ the suitors.” And this accounts for the very great variety 
of writs of trespass on the case, to be met with in the register ; 
whereby the suitor had ready relief, according to the exigency 
of his business, and adapted to the specialty, reason, and 
equity of his very case°. Which provision, (with a little ac- 
curacy in the clerks of the chancery, and a little liberality in 
the judges, by extending rather than narrowing the remedial 
effects of the writ) might have effectually answered all the 
purposes of a court of equity ®; except that of obtaining a dis- 
covery by the oath of the defendant. 


Bur when, about the end of the reign of king Edward IIL, 
uses of land were introduced 4, and, though totally discoun- 


'Lambard. Archeion. 71. 

m Joannes Sarisburiensis, (who died 
A D. 1182, 26 Hen II.) speaking of 
the chancellor’s office in the verses pre- 
fixed to his polycraticon, has these lines 
Hc est, qui leges regni cancellat inquas 

Et mandata pi princyns aequa fact. 

> A great variety of new precedents 
of writa, in cases before unprovided for, 
are given by this very statute of 
Westm. 2, 


+ 


° Lamb. Archeion. 61. 

P This was the opinion of Fairfax, a 
very learned judge in the time of Ed- 
ward the fourth ‘ Le subpoena (says 
‘¢he) ne serrou my cy soventement use 
§ come ul est ore, m nous attendemus 
“ trels actions sur tes cases, et mainte 
*¢ nomus le jurisdictiom de ceo court, et 
“ d’auter courts.” (Yearb. 21 Edw. IV. 
23.), 

9 See book IT. ch, 20, 
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tenanced by the courts of common law, were considered as 
fiduciary deposits and binding in conscience by the clergy, the 
separate jurisdiction of the chancery as a court of equity be- 
gan to be established"; and John Waltham, who was bishop 
of Salisbury and chancellor to king Richard II., by a strained 
interpretation of the above-mentioned statute of Westm. 2. 
devised the writ of subpoena, returnable in the court of 
chancery only, to make the feoffee to uses accountable to 
his cestuy que use: which process was afterwards extended 
to other matters wholly determinable at the common law, 
upon false and fictitious suggestions; for which therefore the 
chancellor himself is by statute 17 Ric. II. c.6. directed to 
give damages to the party unjustly aggrieved. But as the 
clergy, so early as the reign of king Stephen, had attempted 
to turn their ecclesiastical courts into courts of equity, by en- 
tertaining suits pro laesione fider, as a spiritual offence against 
conscience, in case of non-payment of debts or any breach of 
civil contracts *; till checked by the constitutions of Claren- 
dont, which declared that, ‘ plactta de debitis, quae fide 
*‘ interpostta debentur, vel absque wnterposztione fider, sent in 
66 pustitia regis (14):” therefore probably the ecclesiastical 
chancellors, who then held the seal, were remiss in abridging 
their own new acquired jurisdiction ; especially as the spiritual 
courts continued " to grasp at the same authority as before, in 


* Spelm. Gloss. 106. 1 Lev 242 tian pro laestone fide: upon temporal con- 
* Lord Lyttelt Hen. II b.3.p.361. tracts were adjudged to be contrary to 
not. law. (Fitzh dbr.t Prohihnton. 15.) 
'10 Hen II. c.15. Speed. 468. But 1n the statute or writ of circumspecte 
v In 4 Hen. ITI. suitsin court chns- agatis, supposed by some to have issued 


(14) A transcmpt of the constitutions of Clarendon from the Cottomian 
MS. of Becket’s life and epistles may be seen in the Append. No. 2 to 
hook in. of lord Lyttelton’s Hen-II The statutes which pass by that 
name, from having been enacted in a parliament held at Clarendon, were 
merely declaratory of the common law, in restraint of the encroachments 
of the clergy; the preamble calls them “ recordatio vel recognttio cuyusdam 
parts consuetudenum, et lbertatum, et dignitatum antecessorum suorum, viz. 
regis Henrici avi sus, et ahorum, que observart et tener: debent nm regno.” 
The recognition is said in the following sentence to have been made by 
the archbishop, bishops, earls, barons, and the nodles and elders of the 
realm, The clause in the text, which 1s No. 15., Pope Alexander in con- 
sistory absolutely condemned, when the whole were laid before him by 
Becket. Ld. Lytt. H.2. b; 3. vol. 4. p. 83. 
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suits pro laesione fidet, so late as the fifteenth century *, till 
finally prohibited by the.unanimous concurrence ‘of all the 
judges. However, it appears from the parliament rolls * that 
in the reigns of Henry IV. and V. the commons*were re- 
peatedly urgent to have the writ of subpoena entirely sup- 
pressed, as being a novelty devised by the subtilty of chancel- 
lor Waltham, against the form of the common law; whereby 
no plea could be determined, unless by examination and cath 
of the parties, according to the form of the law civil, and the 
law of holy church, in*subversion of the common law. 
But though Henry IV., being then hardly warm in his throne, 
gave a palliating answer to their petitions, and actually passed 
the statute 4 Hen. IV. c. 23. whereby judgments at law are 
declared irrevocable unless by attaint or writ of error, yet his 
son put a negatite at once upon their whole application: and 
in Edward IV.’s time, the process by bill and subpoena was 
become the daily practice of the court.’ 


But this did not extend very far; for in the antient treatise, 
entitled dzverseté des courtes”, supposed to be written very early 
in the sixteenth century, we have a catalogue of the matters 
of conscience then cognizable by subpoena in chancery, which 
fall within a very narrow compass. No regular judicial 
system at that time prevailed in the court; but the suitor, 
when he thought himself aggrieved, found a desultory and un- 
certain remedy, according to the private opimion of the chan- 
cellor, who was generally an ecclesiastic, or sometimes (though 
rarely) a statesman: no lawyer having sate in the court of 
chancery from the times of the chief justices Thorpe and 
Knyvet, successively chancellors to king Edward III. in 1372 


13 Edw, 1., but more probably (3 Pryn. 
Rec. $36.) 9 Edw II. suits pro laestone 
fide. were allowed to the ecclesiastical 
courts; according to some antient co- 
pies, (Berthelet stat. antig. Lond. 
1531. 90.5 8S Pryn. Rec. 336.) and 
theeommon English translation of that 
statutes though in Lyndewode’s copy, 
(Prov. l. 2. t. 2.) and in the Cotton MS 
(Claud. D. 2.) that clause is omitted. 

 Yearb. 2 Hen. IV. 10. 
IV. 88 38 Hen. VI. 29. 
IV 10. 


20 Edw. 


11 Hen. 


* Rot. Parl. 4 Hen. IV. n° 78. & 
110. 3 Hen. V. n° 46. cited in Prynne’s 
abr. of Cotton’s records, 410. 422. 


424. 548. 4 Inst. 88. 1 Roll. Abr. 
870, 371, 372. 
Y Rot. Parl. 14 Edw. IV. no 38 


(not 14 Edw. III. as cited 1 Roll, Abr. 
370, &c ) 

tnt. Chancery, fol. 296. 
edit. 4.D. 1534. 


Rastell’s 


é 
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and 1978 *, to the promotion of sir Thomas More by king 
Henry VIII. in 1580. After which the great seal was in- 
discriminately committed to the custody of lawyers, or cour- 
tiers °, or churchmen‘, according as the convenience of the 
times and the disposition of the prince required, till serjeant 
Puckering was made lord keeper in 1592; from which time 
to the present the court of chancery has always been filled by 
a lawyer, excepting the interval from 1621 to 1625, when the 
seal was intrusted to Dr. Williams, then dean of Westminster, 
but afterwards bishop of Lincolm; who had been chaplain 
to lord Ellesmere, when chancellor.* 


In the time of lord Ellesmere (4. D. 1616) arose that 
notable dispute between the courts of law and equity, set on 
foot by sir Edward Coke, then chief justicé of the court of 
king’s bench; whether a court of equity could give relief 
after or against a judgment at the common law. This contest 
was so warmly carried on, that indictments were preferred 
against the suitors, the solicitors, the counsel, and even a mas- 
ter in chancery, for having incurred a praemunire, by ques- 
tioning in a court of equity a judgment in the court of king’s 
bench, obtained by gross fraud and imposition*®. This mat- 
ter being brought before the king, was by him referred to his 
learned counsel for their advice and opinion; who reported 
so strongly in favour of the courts of equity‘, that his ma- 
jesty gave judgment on their behalf: but, not contented with 
the irrefragable reasons and precedents produced by his coun- 
sel, (for the chief justice was clearly in the wrong,) he chose 
rather to decide the question by referring it to the plenitude 
of his royal prerogative®. Sir Edward Coke submitted to 
the decision" and thereby made atonement for his error: 
but this struggle, together with the business of commen- 


* Spelm. Gloss. 111 Dugd. chron. “ judges, and to discern and determine 
Ser. 50. “such differences as at any time may 
> Wriothesly, St. Johu, and Hatton. ‘and shall arise between our several 
© Goodrick, Gardiner, and Heath. “ courts, touching their jurisdictions, 
4 Biog. Brit. 4278. “ and the same to settle and determine, 
* Bacon’s Works, IV. 611,612. 682. * as wein our princely wisdom shall find 
* Whitelocke of parl, in. 390. 1 Chan, “ to stand most with our honour, &c.’” 
Rep. Append. 11. (1 Chane. Rep. append. 26.) 
® “ For that it appertaineth to our =» See the entry in the council book, 
“ princely office only to judgeover all 26 July, 1616. (Bugr. Brit. 1890 ) 
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aams (in which he acted a-very noble part') and his con- 
trolling the commissioners of sewers *, were the open and 
avowed causes, first of his suspension ', and soon after of his 
removal, from his office. 


Lorp Bacon, who succeeded lord Ellesmere, reduced the 
practice of the court into a more regular system; but did not 
sit long enough to effect any considerable revolution in the 
science itself: and few of his decrees which have reached us 
are of any great consequence to posterity. His successors, in 
the reign of Charles I., did little to improve upon his plan: 
and even after the restoration the seal was committed to the 
earl of Clarendon, who had withdrawn from practice as a 
lawyer near twenty years; and afterwards to the earl of 
Shaftesbury, who (though a lawyer by education) had never 
practised at all. Sir Heneage Finch, who succeeded in 1673, 
and became afterwards earl of Nottingham, was a person 
of the greatest abilities and most uncorrupted integrity: a 
thorough master and zealous defender of the laws:and con- 
stitution of his country ; and endued with a pervading genius, 
that enabled him to discover and to pursue the true spirit of 
justice, notwithstanding the embarrassments raised by the 
narrow and technical notions which then prevailed in the 
courts of law, and the imperfect ideas of redress which had 
possessed the courts of equity. The reason and necessities of 
mankind, arising from the great change in property by the 
extension of trade and the abolition of military tenures, co- 
operated in establishing his plan, and enabled him in the 
course of nine years to build a system of jurisprudence and 
jurisdiction upon wide and rational foundations; which have 


1 In a cause of the bishop of Winches- 
ter, touching a commendam, king James 
conceiving that the matter affected his 
prerogative, sent letters to the judges 
not to proceed in it till himself had 
been first consulted. The twelve judges 
joined in a memorial to his majesty, 
declaring that their compliance would 
be contrary to their oaths and the law; 
but upon being brought before the king 
and council, they all retracted and pro- 
mised obedience in every such case 
for the future, except sir Edward Coke, 


who said “ that when the case happened, 
“he would do his duty,”” (Btogr. 
Brit, 1388.) 

k See that article in chap. 6. 

1 See lord Ellesmere’s speech to sir 
Henry Montague, the new chief justice, 
15 Nov. 1616. (Moor’s reports 828.) 
Though sir Edward might probably have 
retained his seat, »f, during his suspen- 
sion, he would kave complimented lord 
Vilhers (the new favourite) with the 
disposal of the most lucrative office in 
his court. (Brogr. Brit. 1391.) 
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also been extended and improved by many great men, who 
have since presided in chancery. And from that time to this, 
the power and business of the court have increased to an 


amazing degree. (15) | 


From this court of equity in chancery, as from the other 
superior courts, an appeal lies ta the house of peers. But 
there are these differences between appeals from the court 
equity, and writs of error from a court of law: 1. That the 
former may be brought upon any interlocutory matter, the 
latter upon nothing but a definitive judgment; 2. That on 
writs of error the house of lords pronounces the judgment, on 
appeals it gives direction to the court below to rectify its own 
decree. 


1X. THE next court that I shall mention is one that hath 
no original jurisdiction, but is only a court of appeal, to cor- 
rect the errors of other jurisdictions. This 1s the court 
of exchequer chamber; which was first erected by statute 
31 Edw. IIE. c.12. to determine causes by writs of error from 
the common law side of the court of exchequer. And to that 
end it consists of the lord chancellor and lord treasurer, tak- 
ing unto them the justices of the king’s bench and common 
pleas. (16) In imitation of which a second court of exche- 
quer chamber was erected by statute 27 Eliz. c. 8., consisting 


(15) Since the publication of the Commentaries the business of the 
court of chancery has continued increasing, insomuch fhat 1t was thought 
expedient by the 55 G.5.c. 24 to empower his majesty to appoint an 
additional judge-assistant, called the vice-chancellor, who holds his office 
during good behaviour, subject to removal upon the address of both houses. 
His jurisdiction extends to all causes in chancery, either in law or equity, 
according to the chancellor’s direction. His decrees are subject to the 
chancellor’s reversal or alteration, and cannot be enrolled till signed by him, 
His precedence is next to that of the master of the rolls: he cannot dis~ 
charge, reverse, or alter any decree or order made by the lard chancellor, lord 
keeper, or lords commissioners, unless authorised by them respectively so 
to do, nor any decree or order made by the master of the rolls. The 
expences of this new establishment are partly defrayed by a deduction 
from the fees of the great seal, and partly by the dividends of an unem- 
ployed sum taken from the suitor’s fund, and secured by parliamentary 
provisions. a 

(16) See post. p. 410, 2, ' 
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of the justices of the common pleas, and the barons of the ex- 
chequer, before whom writs of error may be bronght to re- 
verse judgments in certain suits ™ originally begun in the court 
of king’s bench. Into the court also of exchequer chamber, 
(which then consists of all the judges of the three supe- 
rior courts, and now and then the lord chancellor ailso,) 
are sometimes adjourned from the other courts such causes, 
as the judges upon argument find to be of great weight 
and difficulty, before any judgment is given upon them in the 


court below ". ee 


From all the branches of this court of exchequer chamber, 
a writ of error lies to 


X. Tux house of peers, which is the supreme court of 
judicature in the kingdom, having bt present no original juris- 
diction over causes, but only upon appeals and writs of error, 
to rectify any injustice or mistake of the law, committed by 
the courts below. ‘To this authority this august tribunal suc- 
ceeded of course upon the dissolution of the awla regia. For, 
as the barons of parliament were constituent members of that 
court, and the rest of it’s jurisdiction was dealt out to other 
tribunals, over which the great officers who accompanied 
those barons were respectively delegated to preside; it fol- 
lowed, that the right of receiving appeals, and superintend- 
ing all other jurisdictions, still remained in the residue of that 
noble assembly, from which every other great court was de- 
rived. ‘They are therefore in all causes the last resort, from 
whose judgment no farther appeal is permitted; but every 
subordinate tribunal must conform to their determinations; 
the law reposing an entire confidence in the honour and con» 
science of the noble persons who compose this important 
assembly, that (if possible) they will make themselves masters of 
those questions upon which they undertake to decide, and in all 
dubious cases refer themselves to the opinions of the judges, 
who are summoned by writ to advise them; since upon their 
decision all property must finally depend. 


Hirnerto may also be referred the tribunal established by [ 58 } 
statute 14 Edw. IIT. ¢.5. consisting: (though now out of use) 


™ See ch, 25. pag. 411. 4 Inst.119. 2 Bulst. 146, 
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of one prelate, two earls, and two barons, who are to be chosen 
at every new parliament, to hear complaints of grievances and 
delays of justice in the king’s courts, and (with the advice of 
the chancellor, treasurer, and justices of both benches) to 
give directions for remedying these inconveniences in the 
courts below. This committee seems to have been established, 
lest there should be a defect of justice for want of a supreme 
court of appeal, during any long intermission or recess of par- 
liament; for the statute farther directs, that if the difficulty be 
so great, that it may not well be determined without assent 
of parliament, it shall be brought by the said prelate, earls, 
and barons unto the nezt parliament, wha shall finally deter- 
mine the same. 


XJ. Berors I conclude this chapter, I must also mention 
an eleventh species of courts, of general jurisdiction and use, 
which are derived out of, and act as collateral auxiliaries to, 
the foregoing; I mean the courts of assise and nzsz przus. 


THESE are composed of two or more commissioners, who 
are twice in every year sent by the king’s special commission 
all round the kingdom, (except London and Middlesex, where 
courts of nisi prius are holden in and after every term, before 
the chief or other judge of the several superior courts; and 
except the four northern counties, where the assises are holden 
only once a year,) (17) to try by a jury of the respective 
counties the truth of such matters of fact asare then under dis- 
pute in the courts of Westminster-hall. ‘These judges of as- 
sise came into use in the room of the antient justices in eyre, 
justiciarii in ztznere, who were regularly established, if not 
first appointed, by the parliament of Northampton, 4. D. 1176, 
22 Hen. II.° with a delegated power from the king’s great 
court or aula regia, being looked upon as members thereof; 
and they afterwards made their circuit round the kingdom once 
in seven years for the purpose of trying causes.’ They were 


o Seld. Jan. 2.2 §66. Spelm. Cod et totus comitatus eos admuittere recusa- 
399. vit, guod septem anni nuondum erant 

P Co. Litt. 298.—.4nno1261. justia- elaps, postquam justiciard idem ultemo 
aru timerantes venerunt apud Wigor- sederunt. (Annal. Eccl. Wigorn. im 
niam i octays S. Johannis baptistae,-—— Whart. Angl. sacr. I. 495.) 





(17) This exception of the four northern counties no longer prevails, as 
the judges on the northern circuit now go into these counties in the spring 


Ch. & [WRONGS. — - $8 


4, 


afterwards directed by magna carta, c. 12. to be sent into every 
county once a year,-to take (or receive the verdict of the 
jurors or recognitors in certain actions, then -called) recogni- 
tions or assises; the most difficult of which they are directed 
to adjourn into the court of common pleas to be there deter- 
mined. The itinerant justices were sometimes mere justices 
of assise or of dower, or of gaol-delivery, and the like; and 
they had sometimes a more general commission, to determine 
all manner of causes, being constituted justictarti ad omnia 
placitta%: but the present justices of assise and nist prtus 
are more immediately derived from the statute Westm. 2. 
18 Edw. I. c.80. which directs them to be assigned out of 
the king’s sworn justices, associating to themselves one or two 
discreet knights of each county. By ‘statute 27 Edw. I. c.4. 
explained by 12 Edw. II. c. 3.) assises and inquests were 
allowed to be taken before any one justice of the court in 
which the plea was brought: associating to him one knight 
or other approved man of the county. And, lastly, by 
statute 14 Edw. III. c. 16. inquests of nzsz prius may be taken 
before any justice of either bench, (though the plea be not 
depending in his own court,) or before the chief baron of the 
exchequer, if he be a man of the law: or otherwise before 
the justices of assise, so that one of such justices be a judge 
of the king’s bench or common pleas, or the king’s serjeant 
sworn. They usually make their circuits in the respective 
vacations after Hilary and Trinity terms; assises being al- 
lowed to be taken in the holy time of Lent by consent of the 
bishops at the king’s request, as expressed in statute Westm. 1. 
8 Edw. I. c. 51. And it was also usual, during the times of 
popery, for the prelates to grant annual licences to the 
justices of assise to administer oaths in holy times: for oaths 
being of a sacred nature, the logic of those deluded ages con- 
cluded that they must be of ecclesiastical cognizance.‘ The 
prudent jealousy of our ancestors ordained *, that no man of 
law should be judge of assise in his own country, wherein 
he was born or doth inhabit: and a similar prohibition is 
found in the civil law‘, which has carried this principle so 

9 Bract. 1.8. tr.1. ¢.11. * Stat. 4 Edw. III. ¢.2. 8 Rich. IT, 
‘ * Instances hereof may be met with c.2. 33 Henry VIII. ¢.24, 
in the appendix to Spelman’s onginal of +‘ Ff. 1, 22. 3. 


the terms, and in Mr. Parker's Antiqui- 
thes, 209. 
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far that it is equivalent to the crime of sacrilege, for a man 
to be governor of the province in which he was born, or has 
any civil connexion “. (18) 


Tue judges upon their circuits now sit by virtue of five 
several authorities. 1. The commission of the peace. 2. A 
commission of oyer and terminer. 3. A commission of general 
gaol-delivery. The consideration of all which belongs properly 
to the subsequent book of these commentaries. But the fourth 
commission is, 4. A commission of asszse, directed to the justices 
and serjeants therein named, to take (together with their 
associates) assises in the several counties; that 1s, to take the 
verdict of a peculiar species of jury, called an assise, and sum- 
moned for the trial of landed disputes, of which hereafter. 
The other authority 1s, 5. That of nzsz przus, which is a con- 
sequence of the commission of asstse “, being annexed to the 
office of those justices by the ‘statute of Westm.2. 13 Edw. I. 
c. 80. and it empowers them to try all questions of fact 
issuing out of the courts at Westminster, that are then 
ripe for trial by jury. These by the course of the courts * are 
usually appointed to be tried at Westminster in some Easter 
or Michaelmas term, by a jury returned from the county 
wherein the cause of action arises; but with this proviso, 
nist prius, undess before the day prefixed the judges of assise 
come into the county in question. ‘This they are sure to do 
in the vacations preceding each Easter and Michaelmas term, 
which saves much expence and trouble. These commissions 


4 Cod. 9. 29. 4. * See ch. 23. p 353. 
w Salk. 454. 





{18) The restriction as to the commissions of oyer and terminer, and 
gaol delivery, was taken off by the 12 G. 2. c. 27., and as to those of assise 
and nwsi prius by the 49 G.3 c.91 

The civil law seems to have carried it farther than is stated in the, 
text. Ne quis sine sacrilegii crimine des:derandum intelligat gerendee 
ac suscipiends admunistrationis officium intra eam provinciam in qua 
provincialis, et civis habetur, nisi hoc cuiquam ultroned lhberalitate 
per divinos affatus imperator indulgeat. Provineialis may denote either 
a& man born, or domiciled in the province; from its being coupled 
here with ess, and from the use of the verb habetur, I should un- 
derstand the latter signification to be intended. Affatue wes properly 
a verbal decree of the emperor opposed to a rescreptum: it is however 
often used synonymously with it. 
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are constantly accompanied by writs of association, in pursuarice 
of the statutes of Edward I and II. before-mentioned: whereby 
certain persons (usually the clerk of assise and his subordinate 
officers) are directed to associate themselves with the: justices 
and serjeants, and they are required to admit the said persons 
into their society, in order to take the assises, &c.; that a suf 
ficient supply of commissioners may never be wanting. But, 
to prevent the delay of justice by the absence of any of them, 
there is also issued of course a writ of st non omnes ; directing 
that if all cannot be present, any two of them (a justice or 
serjeant being one) may proceed to execute the commis- 
sion. (19) 


THEsE are the several courts of common law and equity, 
which are of public and general jurisdiction throughout the 
kingdom. And, upon the whole, we cannot but admire the 
wise economy and admirable provision of our ancestors, in 
settling the distribution of justice in a method so well calcu- 


(19) It will be obvious from this account of the wnt of ns prius, that 
it could not apply to the same county in which the court, from which it 
issued, was sitting. Accordingly the trial of all issues joined m Middlesex 
was anciently in Westminster Hall before the whole court, and in term- 
time. When these became numerous, the interruption occasioned thereby 
to the regular business of the court was such as to require the interference 
of the legislature to remedy 1t. Accordingly by the 18 Eliz. c.12. the C. J. 
of the K B, the C.J. of the C.P., and the C. B. of the court of exche- 
quer, or in their absence any two judges or barons of their respective 
courts, are empowered to sit in the term, or within four days after it, within 
Westminster Hall, as justices of nist prius for Middlesex, for the trial of 
such issues as ought 1n ordinary course to be tried by an inquest of that 
county. The jurisdiction of the C J. of K B. extended not only to issues 
joined 1n that court, but also to those which came from the law-side of the 
court of chancery. The 12G.1. ¢. 31. extended the four to exght days, and 
empowered one judge or baron to sit instead of two; the 24G, 2. c. 18. 
extended the eight to fourteen days, and the 1G. 4. c. 55. made the time 
unlimited during the vacation next after the term. By this last statute 
also similar powers for two years were given to a second judge of the 
court of K.B at the request of the C J. to sit at mst privs, so that the 
trials of two causes might go on at the same time; the object of the 
statute being to clear away a considerable arrear of causes then depending. 
As all the prior statutes of Elz., G.1 & 2. had confined these nisi prius 
sittings to Westmmster Hall, the 1 G. 4. c. 21., passed previously to the 
late coronation, extended the place for the King’ 8 Bench sittings to “any 
other fit place within the city of aaa as to the C.J, might seem 
convenient.” 

F 2 
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Jated for cheapness, expedition, and ease. By the constitu- 
tion which they established, all trivial debts, and injuries of 
small consequence, were to be recovered or redressed in every 
man’s own county, hundred, or perhaps parish. Pleas of 
freehold, and more important disputes of property, were ad- 
journed to the king’s court of common pleas, which was fixed 
in one .place for the benefit of the whole kingdom. Crimes 
and misdemesnors were to be examined in a court by them- 
selves; and matters of the revenue in another distinct juris- 
diction. Now indeed, for the ease of the subject and greater 
dispatch of causes, methods have been found to open all the 
three superior courts for the redress of private wrongs; which 
have remedied many inconveniences, and yet preserved the 
forms and boundaries handed down to us from high antiquity. 
If facts are disputed, they are sent down to be tried in the 
country by the neighbours; but the law, arising upon those 
facts, is determined by the judges above: and, if they are 
Taistaken in point of law, there remain in both cases two suc- 
cessive courts of appeal, to rectify such their mistakes. If the 
rigour of general rules does in any case bear hard upon indi- 
viduals, courts of equity are open to supply the defects, but 
not sap the fundamentals, of the law. Lastly, there presides 
over all one great court of appeal, which 1s the last resort in 
matters both of law and equity; and which will therefore 
take care to preserve an uniformity and aeguilzbrium among all 
the inferior jurisdictions, a court composed of prelates selected 
for their piety, and of nobles advanced to that honour for 
their personal merit, or deriving both honour and merit from 
an illustrious train of ancestors: who are formed by their 
education, interested by their property, and bound upon their 
conscience and honour, to be skilled in the Jaws of their 
country. This is a faithful sketch of the English juridical 
constitution, as designed by the masterly hands of our fore- 
fathers, of which the great original lines are still strong 
and visible; and, if any of it’s minuter strokes are by the 
length of time at all obscured or decayed, they may still be 
with ease restored to their pristine vigour: and that not so 
much by fanciful alterations and wild experiments, (so fre- 
quent in this fertile age,) as by closely adhering to the wisdom 
of the antient plan, concerted by Alfred, and perfected by 
Edward I., and by attending to the spirit, without neglecting 
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CHAPTER THE FIFTH. 


or COURTS ECCLESIASTICAL, MILI- 
TARY, ann MARITIME. 


BESIDES the several courts which were treated of in 

the preceding chapter, and in which all injuries are re- 
dressed, that fall under the cognizance of the common law of 
England, or that spirit of equity, which ought to be its 
constant attendant, there still remain some other courts of a 
jurisdiction equally public and general; which take cogni- 
zance of other species of injuries, of an ecclesiastical, mili- 
tary, and maritime nature; and therefore are properly distin- 
guished by the title of ecclesiastical courts, courts military, 
and courts maritime. | 


I. Berore I descend to consider particular ecclesiastical 
courts, I must first of all in general premise, that in the time 
of our Saxon ancestors there was no sort of distinction be- 
tween the lay and the ecclesiastical jurisdiction: the county 
court was as much a spiritual as a temporal tribunal: the 
rights of the church were ascertained and asserted at the same 
time, and by the same judges, as the rights of the laity. For 
this purpose the bishop of the diocese, and the alderman, or 
in his absence the sheriff of the county, used to sit together 
in the county-court, and had there the cognizance of all 
causes, as well ecclesiastical as civil: a superior deference 
being paid to the bishop’s opinion in spiritual matters, and to 
that of the lay judges in temporal*. This union of power was 


* Celeberromo huic conventut emsco- alter jura dwina, alter humana populum 
pus et aldermannus inter-sunto; quorum edoceto LL. Eadgar. c. 5. (1) 





(1) The passage in the laws of Edgar, as they are given by Wilkins, runs 
thus: tntersit conventus Provinciali Episcopus et senator, et postea doceant 
tam divinum jus qudm humanum. 
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very advantageous to them both: the presence of the bishop 
added weight and reverence to the sheriff’s proceedings: and 
the authority of the sheriff was equally useful to the bishop, 
by enforcing obedience to his decrees in such refractory of- 
fenders, as would otherwise have despised the thunder of mere 
ecclesiastical censures. ‘ 


But so moderate and rational a plan was wholly incon- 
sistent with those views of ambition, that were then forming 
by the courtof Rome. It soon became an established maxim 
in the papal system of policy, that all ecclesiastical persons 
and all ecclesiastical causes should be solely and entirely sub- 
ject to ecclesiastical jurisdiction ‘only; which jurisdiction was 
supposed to be lodged in the first place and immediately in 
the pope, by divine indefeasible right and investiture from 
Christ himself; and derived from the pope to all inferior 
tribunals. Hence the canon law lays it down as a rule, that 
* sacerdotes a regibus honorandi sunt, non judicandi>;” and 
places an emphatic reliance on a fabulous tale which it tells 
of the emperor Constantine: that when some petitions were 
brought to him, imploring the aid of his authority against 
certain of his bishops, accused of oppression and injustice, 
he caused (says the holy canon) the petitions to be burnt in 
their presence, dismissing them with this valediction; “ tée 
‘‘ et inter vos causas vestras discutite, quia dignum non est ut 
6 gudicemus Deos.”° 


Ir was not however till after the Norman conquest, that 
this doctrine was received in England; when William J. 
(whose title was warmly espoused by the monasteries, which 
he liberally endowed, and by the foreign clergy, whom he 
brought over in shoals from France and Italy, and planted in 
the best preferments of the English church,) was at length 
prevailed upon to establish this fatal encroachment, and sepa- 
rate the ecclesiastical court from the civil: whether actuated 
by principles of bigotry, or by those ofa more refined policy, 
in order to discountenance the laws of king Edward, abound- 
ing with the spirit of Saxon liberty, is not altogether certain. 

[ 63 ] But the latter, if not the cause, was undoubtedly the con- 


> Decret. part 2, caus. 11. que 1, cA. © Ibud. 
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sequence of this separation: for the’ Saxon laws were soon 
overborne by the Norman justiciaries, when the county- 
court fell into disregard by the bishop’s withdrawing his pre- 
sence, in obedience to the charter of the conqueror °: which 
prohibited any spiritual cause from being tried in the secular 
courts, and commanded the suitors to appear before the 
bishop only, whose decisions were directed to conform to the 
canon law’. 


Kine Henry the first, at his accession, among other re- 
storations of the laws of king Edward the confessor, revived 
this of the union of the civil and ecclesiastical courts’. Which 
was, according to sir Edward Coke’, after the great heat of 
the conquest was past, only a restitution of the antient 
law of England. This however was ill-relished by the po- 
pish clergy, who, under the guidance of that arrogant pre- 
late, archbishop Anselm, very early disapproved of a measure 
that put them on 2a level with the profane laity, and subjected 
spiritual men and causes to the inspection of the secular ma- 
gistrates: and therefore in their synod at Westminster, 
3 Hen. 1. they ordained that no bishop should attend the 
discussion of temporal causes®; which soon dissolved this 
newly effected union. And when, upon the death of king 
Henry the first, the usurper Stephen was brought in and sup- 
ported by the clergy, we find one article of the oath which 
they imposed upon him was, that ecclesiastical persons and 
ecclesiastical causes should be subject only to the bishop’s ju- 


4 Hale Hist. C. L 102. Selden in 
Eadm. p. 6. 1.24. 4 Inst, 259. Wilk. 


tatu eant ad comiatus et hundreda, cut 
Jecerint tempore reges Edward. (Cart. 


LL. Angl. Saxon. 292. 
© Nullus episcopus vel archidiaconus de 
legibus eprscopalibus amplius m hundred 
plactta teneant, nec causam, quae ad re- 
gtmen animarum pertinet, ad gudweum 
seculartum homanum adducant sed gut- 
cungue secundum eprscopales leges, de 
guacurque causa vel culpa imterpellatus 
Suertt, ad locum, quem ad hoc emscopus 
elegernt et nominavertt, ventat ; wdique de 
causa vel culpa sua respondeat , et non se- 
cundum hundred, sed secundum canones 
et episcopales leges, rectum Deo et emscopo 

suo factat. Wilk, 292. 
* Volo et praecypo, ut omnes de com- 
F 


Hen. I. wn Spelm. cod. vet legum. 305.) 
And what 1s here obscurely hinted at, 
is fully explained by lus code of laws 
extant in the red book of the exchequer, 
though in general but of doubtful au- 
thority. cap. 8. Generala comiuatuum 
placa certis lecis et vecthus teneantur. 
Intersnt autem enscom, comites, &c. , 
et agantur premo debita verae christuuns- 
tats yura, secundo regis plactia, postremo 
causae angulorum dignes satrsfactionibus 
expleantur. 

® 2 Inst. 70. 

2 Ne epscoyi saeculartwm placitorum 
officrum suscynant. Spelm. Cod. 301. 
4 
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risdiction'. And as it was about that time that the contest and 
emulation began between the laws of England and those of 
Rome*, the temporal courts adhering to the former, and the 
spiritual adopting the latter as their rule of proceeding, this 
widened the breach between them, and made a coalition after- 
wards impracticable; which probably would else have been 
effected at the general reformation of the church. 


briefly recounting the various species of ecclesiastical 
courts, or, as they are often styled, courts christian, (curiae 
christianitatzs,) I shall begin with the lowest, and so ascend. 
gradually to the supreme court of appeal. 


1. THE archdeacon’s court 1s the most inferior court in the 
whole ecclesiastical polity. It is held in the archdeacon’s ab- 
sence before a judge appointed by himself, and called his 
official; and its jurisdiction is sometimes in concurrence with, 
sometimes in exclusion of, the bishop’s court of the diocese. 
From hence, however, by statute 24 Hen. VIII. c. 12. an 
appeal lies to that of the bishop. 


2. THE consistory court of every diocesan hishop is held in 
their several cathedrals, for the trial of all ecclesiastical causes 
arising within their respective dioceses. The bishop’s chan- 
cellor, or his commissary, is the judge; and from his sentence 
an appeal lies, by virtue of the same statute, to the archbishop 
of each province respectively. 


8. The court of arches is a court of appeal belonging to 
the archbishop of Canterbury; whereof the judge is called 
the dean of the arches, because he antiently held his court in 
the church of Saint Mary le bow, (sancta Maria de arcubus,) 
though all the principal spiritual courts are now holden at 
doctors’ commons. His proper jurisdiction is only over the 
thirteen peculiar parishes belonging to the archbishop in Lon- 
don; but the office of dean of the arches having been for a 
long time united with that of the archbishop’s principal official, 
he now, in right of the last-mentioned office, (as doth also the 

i Spelm. Cod. $10. ecclesasiical law, Wood's institute of the 


K See Vol. I. introd. § 1. common law, and Oughton’s ordo judt- 
1 For farther particulars, see Burn’s croruim. 
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official principal of the archbishop of York, ) receives and de- 
termines appeals from the sentences of all inferior ecclesiasti- 
cal courts within the province. And from him an appeal lies 
to the king in chancery, (that is, to a court of delegates ap- 
pointed under the king’s great seal,) by statute 25 Hen. VIII. 
c. 19. as supreme head of the English Church, in the place 


of the bishop of Rome, who formerly exercised this jurisdic-: 


tion; which circumstance alone will furnish the reason why 
the popish clergy were so anxious to separate the spiritual 
court from the temporal. 


4. THE court of peculiars is a branch of and annexed to 
the court of arches. It has a jurisdiction over all those 
parishes dispersed through the province of Canterbury in 
the midst of other dioceses, which are exempt from the 
ordinary’s jurisdiction, and subject to the metropolitan only. 
All ecclesiastical causes, arising within these peculiar or 
exempt jurisdictions, are, originally, cognizable by this 
court; from which an appeal lay formerly to the pope, but 
now by the statute 25 Hen. VIII. c.19. to the king in 
chancery. 


5. THE prerogative court is established for the trial of all 
testamentary causes, where the deceased hath left bona nota- 
bilia within two different dioceses. In which case the pro- 
bate of wills belongs, as we have formerly seen™, to the 
archbishop of the province, by way of special prerogative. 
And all causes relating to the wills, administrations, or le- 
gacies of such persons are, originally, cognizable herein, 
before a judge appointed by the archbishop, called the judge 
of the prerogative court; from whom an appeal lies by sta- 
tute 25 Hen. VIII. c. 19. to the king in chancery, instead of 
the pope, as formerly. 


I pass by such ecclesiastical courts as have only what is 
called a voluntary, and not a contentious jurisdiction; which 
are merely concerned in doing or selling what no che op- 
poses, and which keep an open office for that purpose, (as 


™ Book II. ch. 32. 
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granting dispensations, licences, faculties (2), and other rem- 
nants of the papal extortions,) but do not concern them- 
selves with administering redress to any injury; and shall 
proceed to 


6. THE great court of appeal in all ecclesiastical causes, 
viz. the court of delegates, judices delegati, appointed by the 
king’s commission under his great seal, and issuing out of 
chancery, to represent his royal person, and hear all appeals 
to him made by virtue of the before-mentioned statute of 
Henry VIII. This commission is frequently filled wjth lords, 
spiritual and temporal, and always with judges of the courts 
at Westminster, and doctors of the civil law. Appeals to 
Rome were always looked upon by the English nation, even 
in the times of popery, with an evil eye; as being contrary 
to the liberty of the subject, the honour of the crown, and the 
independence of the whole realm; and were first introduced 
in very turbulent times in the sixteenth year of king Stephen 
(4..D. 1181.), at the same period (sir Henry Spelman ob- 
serves) that the civil and canon laws were first imported into 
England". But, in a few years after, to obviate this growing 
practice, the constitutions made at Clarendon, 11 Hen. II. 
on account of the disturbances raised by archbishop Becket 
and other zealots of the holy see, expressly declare®, that ap- 
peals in causes ecclesiastical ought to lie, from the archdea- 
con to the diocesan; from the diocesan to the archbishop of 
the province; and from the archbishop to the king ; and are not 
to proceed any farther without special licence from the crown. 
But the unhappy advantage that was given in the reigns of 
king John, and his son Henry the third, to the encroaching 

67 ] power of the pope, who was ever vigilant to improve all op- 
portunities of extending his jurisdiction hither, at length 


® Cod. vet. leg. 315. © Chap. 8. 


(2) Thgse faculties must not be confounded with those which are 
granted for the regulation of matters relating to church-buildings, orna- 
ments, pews, &c. which are not matters of course, and the disputes re- 
specting which are tried in the respective ecclesiastical courts mentioned 
in the text. But faculties for holding two benefices, &c. are here m- 
tended. 
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rivetted the custom of appealing to Rome in causes eccle- 
siastical sa strongly, that it never could be thoroughly broken 
off, till the grand rupture happened in the reign of Henry 
the eighth; when all the jurisdiction usurped by the pope 
in matters ecclesiastical was restored to the crown, to which 
it originally belonged: so that the statute 25 Henry VIII. 
was but declaratory of the antient law of the realm®?. But in 
case the king himself be party in any of these suits, the 
appeal does not then lie to him in chancery, which would be 
absurd ; but by the statute 24 Hen, VIII. c.12. to all the 
bishops of the realm, assembled in the upper house of convo- 
cation. (3) 


7. A COMMISSION of review is a commission sometimes 
granted, in extraordinary cases, to revise the sentence of the 
court of delegates; when it is apprehended they have been 
led into a material error. This commission the king may 
grant, although the statutes 24 & 25 Hen. VIII. before cited 
declare the sentence of the delegates definitive: because the 
pope as supreme head by the canon law used to grant such 
commission of review; and such authority as the pope here- 
tofore exerted, is now annexed to the crown" by statutes 
26 Hen. VIII. c.1. and 1 Ehiz.c.1. But it is not matter 
of right, which the subject may demand ex deb:to justttiae ; 
but merely a matter of favour, and which therefore is often 
denied. . 


TuEse are now the principal courts of ecclesiastical juris- 
diction ; none of which are allowed to be courts of record ; 
no more than was another much more formidable jurisdiction, 
but now deservedly annuhilated, viz. the court of the king’s 
high commisszon in causes ecclesiastical, This court was 
erected and united to the regal power" by virtue of the statute 
1 Eliz. c.1. instead of a larger jurisdiction which had before 


P 4 Inst, $41. 9 Tb. ’ 4 Inst. 324. 





(3) Not to all the bishops of the realm, but of the province, where the 
matter 1s begun ; indeed, as has been correctly observed by Mr. Christian 
in his note on this passage, there can be no such assembly as that de- 


seribed in the text, for the convocation 13 a. provincial assembly held in 
each province. 
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been exercised under the pope’s authority. It was intended 

[ 68 ] to vindicate the dignity and peace of the church, by reform- 
ing, ordering, and correcting the ecclesiastical state and per- 
sons, and all manner of errors, heresies, schisms, abuses, of- 
fences, contempts, and enormities. Under the shelter of which 
very general words, means were found in that and the two 
succeeding reigns, to vest in the high commissioners extra- 
ordinary and almost despotic powers, of fining and impri- 
soning; which they exerted much beyond the degree of the 
offence itself, and frequently aver offences by no means of spi- 
ritual cognizance. (4) For these reasons this court was justly 
abolished by statute 16 Car. I.c.11. And the weak and il- 
legal attempt that was made to revive it, during the reign of 
king James the second, served only to hasten that infatuated 
prince’s ruin. 


II. Nzxt, as to the courts military. The only court of 
this kind known to, and established by, the permanent laws 
of the land, is the court of chivalry, formerly held before the 
lord high constable and earl marshal of England jointly, but 
since the attainder of Stafford duke of Buckingham under 
Henry VIII. and the consequent extinguishment of the office 
of lord high constable, it hath usually with respect to civil 
matters been held before the earl marshal only’. This court 
by statute 13 Ric. II. c.2. hath cognizance of contracts and 
other matters touching deeds of arms and war, as well out of 
the realm as within it. And from its sentences an appeal 
lies immediately to the king in person’. This court was 
in great reputation in the times of pure chivalry, and af- 
terwards during our connexions with the continent, by the 
territories which our princes held in France: but is now 
grown almost entirely out of use, on account of the feebleness 
of its jurisdiction and want of power to enforce its judg- 
ments ; as it can neither fine nor imprison, not being a court 
of record". 


* 1 Lev. 280. Show. Parl. Cas. 60. "7 Mod. 127. 
t 4 Inst. 125. 


(4) As to the general legality of this court’s proceeding to fine and im- 
ptisonment, see 4 Inst, 324. 
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iI. Tse maritime courts, or such as have power and 
jurisdiction to determine all maritime injuries, arising upon 
the seas, or in parts out of the reach of the common law, are [ 69 
only the court of admiralty, and it’s courts of appeal, The 
court of admiralty is held before the lord high admiral of 
England, or his deputy, who is called the judge of the court. 
According to sir Henry Spelman”, and Lambard *, it was 
first of all erected by King Edward the third. It’s proceedings 
are according to the method of the civil law, like those of the 
ecclesiastical courts; upon which account’ it is usually held 
at the same place with the superior ecclesiastical courts, at 
doctors’ commons in London. It is no court of record, any 
more than the spiritual courts. From the sentences of the 
admiralty judge an appeal always lay, in ordinary course, 
to the king in chancery, as may be collected from statute 
25 Hen, VIII. c.19. which directs the appeal from the arch- 
bishop’s courts to be determined by persons named in the 
king’s commission, * like as in case of appeal from the admiral- 
“court.” But this is also expressly declared by statute 8 Eliz. 
c. 5. which enacts, that upon appeal made to the chancery, 
the sentence definitive of the delegates appointed by commis- 
sion shall be final. 


AppEats from the vice-admiralty courts in America, and 
our other plantations and settlements, may be brought before 
the courts of admiralty in England, as being a branch of the 
admiral’s jurisdiction, though they may also be brought be- 
fore the king in council. But in case of prize vessels, taken 
in time of war, in any part of the world, and condemned in 
any courts of admiralty or vice-admiralty as lawful prize, 
the appeal lies to certain commissioners of appeals consisting 
chiefly of the privy council, and not to judges delegates. 
And this by virtue of divers treaties with foreign nations; by 
which particular courts are established in all the maritime 
countries of Europe for the decision of this question, whether 
lawful prize or not: for this being a question between sub- 
jects of different states, it belongs entirely to the law of 
nations, and not to the municipal laws of either country, to 
determine it. The original court, to which this question is [ 70 


W Gloss. 13. “ — * Archeon. 41. 
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permitted in England, is the court of admiralty; and the 
court of sppeal is in effect the king’s privy council, the mem- 
bers of which are, in consequence of treaties, commissioned 
under the great seal for this purpose. In 1748, for the more 
speedy determination of appeals, the judges of the courts of 
Westminster-hall, though not privy counsellors, were added 
to the commission then in being. But doubts being con- 
ceived concerning the validity of that commission, on ac- 
count of such addition, the same was confirmed by statute 
22 Geo. II. c.38. with a proviso, that no sentence given under 
it should be valid, unless a majority of the commissioners 
present were actually privy counsellors. But this did not, 
I apprehend, extend to any future commissions: and such an 
addition became indeed totally unnecessary in the course of 
the war which commenced in 1756; since during the whole 
of that war, the commission of appeals was regularly attended 
and all its decisions conducted by a judge, whose masterly 
acquaintance with the law of nations was known and revered 
by every state in Europe’. (5) 


Y See the sentuments of the president Prussian majesty’s Exposthon des motsfs, 
Montesquieu, and M.Vattel, (a subject {c..4.D 1753. (Montesquieu’s letters ; 
of the king of Prussia,) on the answer 5 Mar.1753. Vattel’s drow de gens. 
transmitted by the Enghsh court to his 1.2. c. 7. § 84 ) 


(5) Lord Mansfield is here alluded to. The answer to the Exposition 
des Mottfs, &c. is signed bv Sir G. Lee, judge of the prerogative court, Dr 
Paul, advocate-general, Sir D. Ryder, attorney, and Sir W. Murray, so- 
licitor-general ; but Lord M. frequently declared to his friends, that it was 
entirely his own composition. Holliday’s L:fe of Lord M. p. 424. Mon- 
tesquieu calls it une reponse sans replique. 
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CHAPTER THE SIXTH. 


or COURTS or a SPECIAL 
JURISDICTION. 


N the two preceding chapters we have considered the 
several courts, whose jurisdiction is public and general; 
and which are so contrived that some or other of them may 
administer redress to every possible injury that can arise in the 
kingdom at large. There yet remain certain others, whose 
jurisdiction is private and special, confined to particular 
spots, or instituted only to redress particular injuries. These 
are, 


1, Te forest courts, instituted for the government of the 
king’s forests in different parts of the kingdom, and for the 
punishment of all injuries done to the king’s deer or venison, 
to the vert or greenswerd, and to the covert in which such 
deer are lodged. ‘These are the courts of attachments, of re- 
gard, of swe:nmote, and of justice-seat. The court of attach- 
ments, wovdmote, or forty days court, is to be held before 
the verderors of the forest once in every forty days*; and is 
instituted to inquire into all offenders against vert and veni- 
son’; who may be attached by their bodies, if taken with 
the mainour, (or mainoeuvre, a manu,) that is, in the very act 
of killing venison, or stealing wood, or preparing so to do, or 
by fresh and immediate pursuit after the act is done‘; else 
they must be attached by their goods. And in this forty days 
court the foresters or keepers are to bring in their attach- 


* Cart. de forest. 9 Hen. III, ¢. 8. © Carth, 79. 
> 4 Inst. 289. 
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ments, or presentments de viridi et venatione; and the ver- 
derors are to receive the same, and to enrol them, and to 
certify them under their seals to the court of justice-seat, or 
sweinmote‘: for this court can only inquire of, but not con- 
vict offenders.(1) 2. The court of regard, or survey of dogs, is 
to be holden every third year for the lawing or expeditation of 
mastiffs, which is done by cutting off the claws and ball (or 
72 ] pelote) of the fore-feet, to prevent them from running after 
deer®. No other dogs but mastiffs are to be thus lawed or ex- 
peditated, for none other were permitted to be kept within the 
precincts of the forest; it being supposed that the keeping of 
these, and these only, was necessary for the defence of a man’s 
house’. (2) 3. The court of sweznmote is to be holden before 
the verderors, as judges, by the steward of the sweinmote thrice 
in every yéar ®, the sweins or freeholders within the forest com- 
posing the jury. The principal jurisdiction of this court is, 
first, to inquire into the oppressions and grievances committed 
by the officers of the forest; “de super-oneratione forestart- 
‘© orum, et altiorum ministrorum forestae ; et de eorum oppressioni= 


* Cart. de forest ¢.16. f 4 Inst. 308 
© Jord. c. 6. & Cart. de forest. c. 8. 


(1) If the trespass committed be under the value of four-pence, this 
court of attachments may determine the complaint; the verderors asses- 
sing the fine, and causing the same to be levied to the use of the king. 
Manwood, title Attachment Court, pl. 10 
‘ (2) It does not appear either from the carta de foresta, or Manwood, that 
there was any such thing as a court of regard. In every forest there were 
properly twelve regarders, sometimes appointed by letters patent, some- 
times by the chief justice in eyre, and sometimes chosen by the sheriff, in 
obedience to a writ from the king: their office 1s pretty largely described 
by Manwood ; it consisted principally in a minute survey of the forest 
every third year, not merely for ascertaining occasional offences against 
vert and venison, but encroachments, felling of timber, defect of fences, 
keeping of bows and arrows, or other implements for the destruction of 
game, in short, every thing of every kind which contravened the forest 
laws. Manwood observes, that they were first made to controul the other 
officers of the forest. It was at the time of the making this regard, that 
is every third year, that the expeditation of the mastiffs was to take place, 
and it was part of the regarder’s duty to take care that st was not evaded. 
They are to make a roll of all offences, and bring it either to the court of 
attachments of sweinmote, and afterwards to certify it to the lord chief 
justice in eyre at the next general sessions of the forest. Manwood, tit. 
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« bus populo regis illatis :” and, secondly, to receive and try- 
presentments certified from the court of attachments (8) against 
offences in vert and venison". And this court may not, only 
inquire, but convict also, which conviction shall be certified to 
the court of justice-seat under the seals of the jury; for this 
court cannot proceed to judgment’. But the principal court 
is, 4. The court of justice-seat, which is held before the chief 
justice in eyre, or chief itinerant judge, capitalis justitiartis 
in ttinere, or his deputy; to hear and determine all trespasses 
within the forest, and all claims of franchises, liberties, and 
poe and all pleas and causes whatsoever therein 
arising“. It may also proceed to try presentments in the 
inferior courts of the forests, and to give judgment upon 
conviction of the sweinmote. And the chief justice may 
therefore after presentment made, or indictment found, but 
not before ', issue his warrant to the officers of the forest to 
apprehend the offenders. It may be held every third year; 
and forty days notice ought to be given of its sitting. This 
court may fine and imprison for offences within the forest ™, 
it being a court of record: and therefore a writ of error lies 
from hence to the court of king’s bench, to rectify and re- 
dress any mal-administrations of justice"; or the chief justice 
in eyre may adjourn any matter of law into the court of 
king’s bench®. These justices in eyre were instituted by 
king Henry II, 4. D. 1184; and their courts were for- 
merly very regularly held; but the last court of justice-seat 
of any note was that holden in the reign of Charles I., before 
the earl of Holland; the rigorous proceedings at which are 
reported by sir William Jones. After the restoration another 


_h Stat. $4 Edw. t.ec 1: ™ 4 Inst. 313, 
i 4 Inst. 289. 2 Ibid. 297. 
& Jind. 291. ° Tind. 295, 


1 Stat. LEdw. III «8.7 Ric. II c.4  ° Hoveden, 


(3) Or presented by the regarders The times for holding the swein. 

ote are specified by the Carta de Forestd, to be fifteen days before Mi- 
chaelmas, when the agistors of the forest met to take in the agistments ; 
about Martinmas when they collected pannage, or the maya 
on the mast of the trees; and fifteen days before St. Jolin the Baptist, 
when they met to fawn the deer. : 
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was held, pro forma only, before the earl of Oxford 4; but 
since the sra of the revolution in 1688, the forest laws 
have fallen into total’disuse, to the great advantage ef the 


subject. 


II. A sEconp species of restricted courts is that of com- 
missioners of sewers. This is a temporary tribunal erected by 
virtue of a commission under the great seal; which formerly 
used to be granted pro re nata at the pleasure of the crown ', 
but now at the discretion and nomination of the lord chan~- 
cellor, lord treasurer, and chief justices, pursuant to the 
statute 23 Her. VIII. c.5. Their jurisdiction is to overlook 
the repairs of sea banks and sea walls; and the cleansing of 
rivers, public streams, ditches, and other conduits, whereby 
any waters are carried off: and 1s confined to such county 
or particular district as the commission shall expressly name. 
The commissioners are a court of record, and may fine and 
imprison for contempts*; and in the execution of their duty 
may proceed by jury, or upon their own view, and may 
take order for the removal of any annoyances, or the safe- 
guard and conservation of the sewers within their commis- 
sion, either according to the laws and customs of Romney- 
marsh‘, or otherwise at their own discretion. They may 
also assess such rates, or scots, upon the owners of lands 
within their district, as they shall judge necessary: and, if 
any person refuses to pay them, the commissioners may leyy 
the same by distress of his goods and chattels; or they may, 
by statute 23 Hen. VIII. c.5., sell his freehold lands (and 
by the 7 Ann. c.10. his copyhold also) m order to pay such 
scots or assessments. But their conduct 1s under the control 
of the court of king’s bench, which will prevent or punish 
any illegal or tyrannical proceedings". And yet in the reign 
of king James I., (8 Nov. 1616,) the privy council took 
upon them to order, that no action or complaint should be 


% 


9 North’s Life of Lord Guildford, table laws of sewers, composed by 


45. Henry de Bathe, a venerable judge in 
* PLN. B, 115. the reign of king Henry the third ; 
* i Sid, 145, from which laws all commissioners of 


_* Romney-merak, in the county of sewers in England may receive light and 
Keat, a tract containing 24,000 acres, direction. (4 Inst. 276.) 
is governed by certain antient and equi- —" Cro, Jac. 336. 
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prosecuted against, the commissioners, unless before that 
board; and committed several to prison who had brought 
such actions at common lew, till they should release the same : 
and one of the reasons for discharging sir Edward Coke from 
his office of lord chief justice was for countenancing those 
legal proceedings’. ‘The pretence for which arbitrary mea- 
sures was no other than the tyrant’s plea’, of the necessity of 
unlimited powers in works of evident utility to the public, 
‘‘ the supreme reason above all reasons, which is the salva- 
‘* tion of the king’s lands and people.” But now it is clearly 
held, that this (as well as all other inferior jurisdictions) is 
subject to the discretionary coercion of his majesty’s court of 
king’s bench *. 


III. THe court of policies of assurance, when subsisting, is 
erected in pursuance of the statute 43 Eliz. c. 12. which 
recites the immemorial usage of policies of assurance, ‘ by 
** means whereof it cometh to pass, upon the loss or perishing 
“of any ship, there followeth not the undoing of any man, 
“ but the loss hghteth rather easily upon many than heavy 
‘¢ upon few, and rather upon them that adventure not, than 
“upon those that do adventure; whereby all merchants, 
‘“‘ especially those of the younger sort, are allured to venture 
“more willingly and more freely. and that heretofore such 
‘* assurers had used to stand so justly and precisely upon their 
“‘ credits, as few or no controversies had arisen thereupon ; 
‘‘and if any had grown, the same had from time to time 
‘* been ended and ordered by certain grave and discreet mer- 
‘“‘ chants appointed by the lord mayor of the city of London ; 
“as men by reason of their experience fittest to understand 
“and speedily decide those causes:” but that of late years 
divers persons had withdrawn themselves from that course 
of arbitration, and had driven the assured to bring separate 
actions at law against each assurer: it therefore enables the 
lord chancellor yearly to grant a standing commission to the 
judge of the admiralty, the recorder of London, two doctors 
of the civil law, two common lawyers, and eight merchants ; 
any three of which, one being a civilian or a barrister, are 


Y Moor, 825, 896. See page 55. x1 Ventr. 66, Salk. 146. 
© Milt. Parad. Lost, iv. 393. ' 
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thereby and by the statute 15 & 14 Car. II. c.28. empowered 
te determine in a summary way all causes concerning policies 
of assurance in London, with an appeal (by way of bill) to 
the court of chancery. But the jurisdiction being somewhat 
defective, as extending only to London, and to no other 
assurances but those on merchandize”, and to suits brought 
by the assured only, and not by the insurers*, no such com- 
mission has of late years issued: but insurance causes are now 
usually determined by the verdict of a jury of merchants, and 
the opinion of the judges in case of any legal doubts; whereby 
the decision is more speedy, satisfactory, and final: though 
it is to ‘be wished, that some of the parliamentary powers, 
invested in these commissioners, especially for the examination 
of witnesses, either beyond the seas or speedily going out 
of the kingdom‘, could at present be adopted by the 
courts of Westminster-hall, without requiring the consent of 
parties. (4) 


IV. THe court of the marshalsea, and the palace-court at 
Westminster, though two distinct courts, are frequently 
confounded together. The former was originally holden 
before the steward and marshal of the king’s house, and was 


Y Styl. 166. 172. * Stat. 13 & 14 Car. IL c. 22, § 3. 
21 Show. 396. & 4 


(4) It has been well observed (Park on Insurances, vol.1.p.xl.), that 
the most severe blow to the court of policies of assurance, was a decision 
in the upper bench (Michaelmas 1658), which determined that a judgment 
for the defendant in that court was no bar to another action for the same 
cause at common law. Camevy Moy, 2Sid 121. The statute of Eliz 
speaks of the muschief of the assured being compelled to bring a separate 
action against each assurer; but in later fimes the hardship was felt in the 
opposite direction, the assured vexatwusly choosing to bring a separate 
action against each, This gave rise to what 1s called the consolidation 
rule, which was first brought into common use by Lord Mansfield. By 
this the court will stay the proceedings in all the actions but one, on the 
application of the several insurers, they undertaking to be bound by the 
verdict in that one, to pay their several subscriptions, and the costs This 
rule cannot be made without the consent of the assured; if he withholds 
it, however, the court will grant imparlances in the several actions till the 
first be tried; but if he consents, 1t will make the assurers submit to rea- 
sonable terms to facilitate the trial, such as admitting the policy without 
formal proof, producing and giving copies of books, papers, &c, Park on 
Insurance. 1, xbv, ‘fidd’s Pract. i. 635, 
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instituted to administer justice between the king’s domestic 
servants, that they might not be drawn into other courts, 
and thereby the king lose their service®. It was formerly 
held in, though not a part of, the aula regis®; and, when 
that was subdivided, remained a distinct jurisdiction: holding 
plea of all trespasses committed within the verge of the 
court, where only one of the parties is in the king’s domestic 
service, (in which case the inquest shall be taken by a jury of 
the country,) and of all debts, contracts, and covenants, where 
both of the contracting parties belong to the royal household; 
and then the inquest shall be composed of men of the house- 
hold only’. By the statute of 13 Ric. II. st. 1. c. 3. (in 
affirmance of the common law)‘, the verge of the court in 
this respect extends for twelve miles round the king’s place of 
residence ‘. And, as this tribunal was never subject to the 
jurisdiction of the chief justicary, no wnt of error lay from it 
(though a court of record) to the king’s bench, but only to 
parliament &, till the statutes of 5 Edw. IIT. c.2. and 18 Edw. ITI. 
st. 2. c.7. which allowed such writ of error before the king 
in his place. But this court being ambulatory, and obliged 
to follow the king in all his progresses, so that by the removal 
of the household, actions were frequently discontinued *, and 
doubts having arisen as to the extent of it’s jurisdiction |, 
king Charles I. in the sixth year of his reign by his letters 
patent erected a new court of record, called the curta palatiz 
or palace-court, to be held before the steward of the household 
and Knight-marshal, and the steward of the court, or his 
deputy; with jurisdiction to hold plea of all manner of 
personal actions whatsoever, which shall arise between any 
parties within twelve miles of his majesty’s palace at White- 
hall *. The court is now held once a week,, together with 
the antient court of marshalsea, in the borough of South- 


> 1 Bulstr. 211 furlongs, three acres, nine feet, nine 
© Flet. J. 2. c. 2. palms, and nine barley-corns ,.as ap- 
“ Art sup. cart. 28 Edw. J. c.3. pears from a fragment of the testus 
Stat. 5 Edw. III. c.2. 10 Edw. III. Roffenns cited in Dr. Hickes’s dissertat:, 
st. 2. c. 2. emstol. 114. 
© 2 Inst, 548. ® 1 Bulstr. 271. 10 Rep. 69, 
By the autient Saxon constitution, > FN.B. 241. 2 Inst. 548, 
the par regia, or privilege of the king’s ‘1 Bulstr. 208. 
palace, extended from his palace gate *1 Sid. 180. Salk. 499. 
to the distance of three mules, three 7 
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wark: and a writ of error lies from thence to the court 
of king’s bench. But if the cause is of any considerable 
‘consequence, it is usually removed on it’s first commence- 
ment, together with the custody of the defendant, either 
into the king's bench or common pleas, by a writ of habeas 
corpus cum causa: and the inferior business of the court hath 
of late years been much reduced, by the new courts of con- 
science erected in the environs of London; in consideration 
of which the four counsel belonging to these courts had sa- 
faries granted them for their lives by the statute 23 Geo. II. 


(5) 


¥. A ¥irru species of private courts of a limited, though 
extensive, jurisdiction are those of the principality of Wales ; 
which, upon its thorough reduction, and the settling of its 
polity in the reign of Henry the eighth', were erected all over 
the country: principally by the statute 34 & 35 Hen. VIII. 
c. 26., though much had before been done, and the way pre- 
pared by the statute of Wales, 12 Edw. I. and other statutes. 
By the statute of Henry the eighth before mentioned, courts- 
baron, hundred, and county-courts are there established as in 
England. A session is also to be held twice in every year in 
each county, by judges”, appointed by the king, to be called 


1 See vol. i antrod § 4. m Stat 18 Eliz c 8 


(5) There are some inaccuracies in this account of the palace court. 
It is now held by virtue of a charter, granted by Ch. UL, in the sixteenth 
year of his reign, and though the lord steward, the knight marshal, and 
steward of the marshalsea, are all named as judges, yet as the last, 
or his deputy, 1s the only person required to be “ learned in the laws,” 
he alone, or his deputy, ordinarily sits to try causes. With respect 
to the jurisdiction, two exceptions should have been made; the first of 
place, the city of London being excluded; the second of persons; for this 
court was not meant to interfere with the marshalsea, and, therefore, in 
actions of trespass v: et arms, if ether party, and 1m all other personal 
actions, if both be of the household, the court cannot proceed The 
statutes which regulate the removal of causes from inferior courts, are 
applicable to this, and the general effect of them 1s that up to 5/, the 
jurisdiction cannot be disturbed, and from 5/. to 15/. the party removing 
must enter in a recognizance with two sureties in double the amount, for 
the payment of debt and costs in case judgment shall pass against him. 
See Tidd’s Pract. 406. 

In practice, causes are seldom or never removed from this court, which 
now sits in Scotland Yard, into the common pleas. 
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the great séseions of the several counties in Wales; in which 
all pleas of real and personal actions shall be held, with the 
sane form of process and in as ample a manner as in the court 
af common pleas at Westminster": and writs of error shall 
lie from judgments therein (it being a court of record) to the 
court of king’s bench at Westminster. But the 

original writs of process of the king’s courts at Westminster 
do not run into the principality of Wales °; though process of 
execution does’; as do also all prerogative writs, as writs of 
certiorart, quo minus, mandamus, and the like%. (6) And even 
in causes between subject and subject, to prevent injustice 
through family factions or prejudices, it is held lawful (in 
causes of freehold at least, and it is usual in all others) to 
bring an action in the English courts, and try the same in the 
next English county adjoining to that part of Wales where 
the cause arises’, and wherein the venueis laid. But, on the 
other hand, to prevent trifling and frivolous suits, it is enacted 
by statute 13 Geo. III. c. 51. that in personal actions, tried 
in any English county, where the cause of action arose, and 
the defendant [at the time of service of mesne process] resides 
in Wales, if the plaintiff shall not recover a verdict for ten 
pounds, he shall be nonsuited and pay the defendant’s costs, 
unless it be certified by the judge that the freehold or title 
came principally m question, or that the cause was proper 
to be tried in such English county. And if any transitory [ 78 ] 
action, the cause whereof arose and the defendant is resident 


” See, for farther regulation of the ° 2 Roll. Rep. 141. 
practice of these courts, stat. 5 Eliz. P2 Bulstr. i156 2+ Saund. 193 
c. 25. 8 Eliz, c 20. 8 Geo. I. c. 25. Raym 206. 
§6 6Geo. II. c. 14. 18 Geo, III, 4 Cro, Jac 484, 
c. 51 ' Vaugh. 413 WHardr. 66. 


(6) According to the report in Saunders, there was no judgment given 
m the case referred to, but, according to Sir Thomas Raymond’s report, 
the judgment was in favour of the position in the text. Indeed, though 
the point was once much disputed, and very high authorities were against 
the law as laid down, it is now established, and every day’s practice 
And though original writs of process will not run directly into Wales, yet 
the plaintiff may, where the action is of a transitory nature, have the be- 
nefit of them indirectly; and all writs of process, such as latitats, &c. 
which are issued under the equitable fictions mentioned before in 
Chapter IV., and more fully explamed in Chapter XIX will run directly 
into Wales. Tidd’s Pract. i. 120 172 175 

G 4 


78 PRIVATE 


in, Wales, shail be dromhki in any English count. and the’ 
plaintiff shall not recover a verdict for ten pounds, the plain- 
tiff shall be monsuited, and shall pay the defendant's costa, 
deducting thereout the sum recovered by the verdict. (7) 


VI. Tue court of the duchy chamber of Lancaster is an=! 
other special jurisdiction, held before the chancellor of the 
duchy or his deputy, concerning all matter of equity relating 
to lands holden of the king in right of the duchy of Lancas~ 
ter': which is a thing very distinct from the county palatine, 
(which hath also its separate chancery, for sealing of writs, 
and the like’,) and comprises much territory which lies at a 
vast distance from it; as, particularly, a very large district 
surrounded by the city of Westminster. The proceedings in 
this court are the same as on the equity side in the courts of 
exchequer and chancery‘; so that it seems not to be a court 
of record; and indeed it has been holden that those courts 
have a concurrent jurisdiction with the duchy court, and may 
take cognizance of the same causes”. 


VII. ANoTHER species of private courts, which are of a 
limited local jurisdiction, and have at the same time an ex- 
clusive cognizance of pleas, in matters both of law and equity ’, 
are those which appertain to the counties palatine of Chester, 
Lancaster, and Durham, and the royal franchise of Ely”. 
In all these, as in the principality of Wales, the king’s ordi- 


‘Hob 77. 2 Lev. 24. 41 Chan. Rep. 55. Toth. 145. 
* 1 Ventr. 157. Hardr 17]. 
4 Inst. 206. ¥4Inst 213.218. Finch. R. 452. 


Ww See vol. i. untrod § 4, 





(7) Though by the provisions of this statute, no judgment is entered for 
the plaintiff on the verdict which he has gained, yet 1t 1s provided by the 
same act, that the verdict so gained shall nevertheless bar any action com. 
menced by the plaintiff thereafter for the same cause. 

The 6th, 7th, and 8th sections of the same statute provide for the striking 
of special juries where either party in the cause shall desire it 

By the 33 G. 3 c. 68., a provision is made for giving effect to the judg- 
ments of the Welsh courts, where neither the defendant’s person nor his 
effects can be found within their jumsdiction. In this case, any court 
of record at Westminster may assist the plaintiff by issuing writs of ex- 
ecution. 
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‘nary writs, Msving under the great seal out of chancery, do- 


mot run; that is, they are of no force. For as originally 
all jura regalia were granted to the lords of these coun- 
ties palatine, they had of course the sole administration of 
justice, by their own judges appointed by themselves and not 
by the crown. It would therefore be incongruous for the 
king to send his writ to direct the judge of another’s court in 
what manner to administer justice between the suitors. (8) 
But when the privileges of these counties palatine and fran- 
chises were abridged by statute 27 Henry VIII. c. 24. it was 
also enacted, that all writs and process should be made in the 
king’s name, but should be ¢este’d or witnessed in the name of 
the owner, of the franchise. Wherefore all writs, whereon 
actions are founded, and which have current authority here, 
must be under the seal of the respective franchises; the two 
former of which are now united to the crown, and the two 
latter under the government of their several bishops. And 
the judges of assise, who sit therein, sit by virtue of a special 
commission from the owners of the several franchises, and un- 
der the seal thereof; and not by the usual commission under 
the great seal of England. Hither also may be referred the 
courts of the cznque ports, or five most important havens, as 
they formerly were esteemed, in the kingdom; vzz. Dover, 
Sandwich, Romney, Hastings, and Hythe; to which Win- 
chelsea and Rye have been since added; which have also 
similar franchises in may respects* with the counties palatine, 


* 1 Sid. 166. 





(8) The same qualification of the text is necessary here, as in the case 
of Wales; all writs, which by fiction, or the practice of the court, com- 
menice the actions in those courts from which they issue, as latitats, will 
-run into the county palatine, but then they must be addressed not directly 
to the sheriff (who 1s the officer of the palatme, not of the king), but to 
the bishop, chamberlam, or chancellor, as the case may be, directing hum 
to issue his mandate to the sheriff for the purposes of the writ. When 
the writ is misconceived, the courts seem to have established this distinc- 
tion; if1t be directed immediately to the sheriff, though this is a breach 
of the privileges of the palatinate, the superior court will compel obedience, 
untess the palatine interfere and claim his privilege; but if it be directed 
to the proper officer, the chamberlain of Chester for example, and com- 
mands him to do that himself, which he has only authority to direct 
another to do; there the writ is wholly irregular, and all the proceedings 
under it may be quashed at the prayer of the party. Jackson vy. Hunter, 
6T.R 71. Bracebridge vy. Johnson, 1 Brod & Bing. 12, 
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sid particularly am exclusive jurisdiction (before the mueyor 
and jurets of the ports), in which exclusive jurwdiction the 
king’s ordinary writ does not run. A writ of erroe lies 
from the mayor and jurats of each port to the lord warden 
of the cingue ports, in his court of Shepway, and from the 
court of Shepway to the king’s bench’. So likewise a writ of 
error lies from all the other jurisdictions to the same supreme 
court of judicature’, as an ensign of superiority reserved to 
the crown at the original creation of the franchises. And all 
prerogative writs (as those of habeas corpus, prohibition, 
certiorari, and mandamus) may issue for the same reason 
to all these exempt jurisdictions‘; because the privilege, 
that the king’s writ runs not, must be intended between 
party and party, for there can be no such privilege against 
the king’. 


VIII. Tue stannary courts in Devonshire and Cornwall, 

' for the administration of justice among the tinners therein, 
are also courts of record, but of the same private and exclu- 
sive nature. They are held before the lord warden and his 
substitutes, in virtue of a privilege granted to the workers in 

{ 80 ] the tin mines there, to sue and be sued only in their own 
courts, that they may not be drawn from their business, 
which is highly profitable to the public, by attending their 
law-suits in other courts®. The privileges of the tinners are 
confirmed by a charter, 83 Edw. I., and fully expounded by 
a private statute *, 50 Edw. III, which has since been ex- 
plained by a public act, 16 Car. I.c. 15. What relates to 
our present purpose is only this: that all tinners and la- 
bourers in and about the stannaries shall, during the time of 
their working therein bona fide, be privileged from suits in. 
other courts, and be only impleaded in the stannary court 
in all matters excepting pleas of land, life, and member. 
No writ of error lies from hence to any court in West- 
minster-hall ; as was agreed by all the judges® in 4 Jac. I. 
But an appeal lies from the steward of the court to the under- 


Y Jenk. 71. Dwwersyte des courts. t > Cro. Jac. 543, 


bank le roy. 1 Sid, 356. ¢ 4 Inst. 232, 
* Bro, br. t. error. 74. 101. Da- 4 See this at length in 4 Inst. 292. 
vis. 62. 4 Inst. 38, 214. 218 ¢ 4 Inst. 231. 


8 | Sid. 92, 
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‘warden; and from him to the lord-warden; and thence to 
the privy council of the prince of Wales, as duke af Corawall§ 
when he hath ‘had livery or investiture of the same*®. And 
from thence the appeal lies to the king himself, im the last 
resort”. 


IX. Tue several courts within the city of London ', and 
other cities, boroughs, and corporations thronghout the king- 
dom, held by prescription, charter, cr act of parliament, are 
also of the same private and limited species. , It would exceed 
the design and compass of our present inquiries, if I were 
to enter into a particylar detail of these, and to examine the 
nature and extent of their several jurisdictions. It may in 
general be sufficient to say, that they arose originally from 
the favour of the crown to those particular districts, wherein 
we find them erected, upon the same principle that hundred- 
courts, and the like, were established; for the convenience 
of the inhabitants, that they may prosecute their suits and 
receive justice at home: that, for the most part, the courts at [ 81 ] 
Westmuinster-hall have a concurrent jurisdiction with these, 
or else a superintendency over them‘, and are bound by the 
statute 19 Geo. III. c.70. to give assistance to such of them 
as are courts of record, by issuing writs of execution, where 
the person or effects of the defendant are not within the 
inferior jurisdiction ; and that the proceedings in these special 
courts ought to be according to the course of the common 
law, unless otherwise ordered by parliament; for though the 
king may erect new courts, yet he cannot alter the established 
course of law. 


Bur there is one species of courts, constituted by act of 
parliament, in the city of London, and other trading and 
populous districts, which in their proceedings so vary from 
the course of the common law, that they may deserve a more 


* 4 Inst, 290. from thence to justices appointed by the 
* 3 Bulstr. 183. king’s commission, who used to sit in 
® Doderidge Hist. of Cornw, 94. the church of St. Martin fe grand. 
‘The chief of those in London are (F.N.B 23.) And from the judgment 
the sheriffs’ courts, holden before their of those justices a writ of error les 
steward or judge; from which a wnt of immedhately to the house of lords. 
error lies to the court of hustings, before —_*, Salk. 144. 263, 
the mayor, recorder, and sheriffs, and 


Bi PRIVATE Boox at, 


consideration. I mean the courts of requests or 
courts of conscience, for the recovery of small debts. The 
first of these was established in London so early as the reign 
of Henry the eighth, by an act of their common council; 
which however was certainly insufficient for that purpose and 
illegal, till confirmed by statute $3 Jac. I. c.15., which has 
since been explained and amended by statute 14 Geo. II. 
c.10. The constitution is this: two aldermen, and four com- 
moners, sit twice a week to hear all causes of debt not ex- 
ceeding the value of forty shillings; which they examine in a 
summary way, by the oath of the parties or other witnesses, 
and make such order therein as is consonant to equity.and 
good conscience. The time and expense of obtaining this 
summary redress are very inconsiderable, which make it a great 
benefit to trade; and thereupon divers trading towns and 
other districts have obtained acts of parliament, for estab- 
lishing in them courts of conscience upon nearly the same 
plan as that in the city of London. (9) 


{ 82] Tue anxious desire that has been shown to obtain these 
several acts, proves clearly that the nation in general 1s truly 
sensible of the great inconvenience arising from the disuse of 


(9) These acts have been in part repealed, and very beneficially amended 
by the 39 & 40G.3 c.civ., Public, Local, and Personal Acts. By it two 
aldermen, and not less than twenty inhabitant householders (including the 
common councilmen of the ward), are appointed for a month in rotation 
from the several wards; they are to sit from time to time; if only three 
meet on the day appointed for a sitting, their jurisdiction 1s hmited to 
debts of forty shillings, if as many as seven, 1t 1s extended to those of 
five pounds. In their judgment also they may direct the sum recovered 
to be paid at once, or by such instalments as they shall deem just and rea- 
sonable. Their proceedings are to be registered, and cannot be removed 
into any other court. The power of 1nprisonment 1s regulated, and can 
never exceed one day for each shilling of the debt. It suffices also to 
bring a case within this statute, that the defendant “ resides, or keeps a 
house, warehouse, shop, shed, stall, or stand, or seeks a livelihood, or 
trades, or deals in London or the liberties thereof,” whereas under the pre- 
ceding acts both plaintiff and defendant were obliged to be resident within 
the city. The words in this latter act are very extensive, but they have 
been construed to mean the settled and actual place of abode or trading, 
not of mere oceasional occupation or plying. The cases are collected by 
Mr. Tidd, vol. ii. 
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the antient county and. hundred courts; wherein causes of 
this small value were always formerly decided, with very little 
trouble and expense to the parties. But it is to be feared, 
that the general remedy, which of late hath been princi- 
pally applied to this inconvenience (the erecting these new 
jurisdictions), may itself be attended in time with very ill con~ 
sequences: as the method of proceeding therein is entirely in 
derogation of the common law; as their large discretionary 
powers create a petty tyranny in a set of standing commission- 
ers; and as the disuse of the trial by jury may tend to estrange 
the minds of the people from that valuable prerogative 
of Englishmen, which has already been more than suffici~ 
ently excluded in many instances. How much rather is it 
to be wished, that the proceedings in the county and hundred 
courts could again be revived, without burdening the free- 
holders with too frequent and tedious attendances; and at 
the same time removing the delays that have insensibly crept 
into their proceedings, and the power that either party has 
of transferring at pleasure the suit to the courts at West- 
minster! And we may with satisfaction observe, that this 
experiment has been actually tried, and has succeeded in the 
populous county of Middlesex; which might serve as an 
example for ea For by statute 23 Geo. II. c. 38. it is 
enacted, 1. That a special county-court should be held, at 
least once a month, in every hundred of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, by the county-clerk. 2. That twelve freeholders of that 
hundred, qualified to serve on juries, and struck by the sheriff, 
shall be summoned to appear at such court by rotation; so as 
none shall be summoned oftener than once a year. 3. That 
in all causes not exceeding the value of forty shillings, the 
county clerk and twelve suitors shall proceed in a summary 
way, examining the parties and witnesses on oath, without 
the formal process antiently used: and shall make such order 
therein as they shall judge agreeable to conscience. 4. That 
no plaints shall be removed out of this court, by any process 
‘whatsoever; but the determination herein shall be final. 5..-That 
if any action be brought in any of the superior courts 
against a person resident in Middlesex, for a debt or contract, 
upon the trial whereof the jury shall find léss than 40s. 
damages, the plaintiff shall recover no costs, but shall pay 
the defendant double costs; unless upon some special 
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stances, to be certified by the judge who tried it. 6. Lastly, 
a table of very moderate fees is prescribed and set down in 
the act; which are not to be exceeded upon any gccount 
whatscever. This is a plan entirely agreeable to the constitu- 
tion and genius of the nation: calculated to prevent a multi- 
tude of vexatious actions in the superior courts, and at the 
same time to give honest creditors an opportunity of recover- 
ing small sams; which now they are frequently deterred from 
by the expense of a suit at law: a plan which, one would 
think, wants only to be generally known, in order to it’s uni- 
versal reception. (10) 


X. Ture is yet another species of private courts, which 


(10) Upon reference to the statute 1t should seem that there need not be 
twelve suitors present; for in the first section the suitors and the county 
clerk in county court assembled, or the major part of them so assembled, 
are empowered to proceed; by the second 1t is enacted that the court 
shall be held every Thursday in the hundred of Ossulston, on the first 
Tuesday of every month in one of two other hundreds, and on the last 
Tuesday in every month in a fourth hundred; so that there are to be six 
courts in the whole in the month, besides the common law monthly court, 
which is to be held as before. By the seventh section, a list of twelve 
suitors for the month in each of these three divisions 1g to be made out, 
and they are to be summoned; no suitor 1s to have a Bice in the court, 
except when so summoned ; and none to be put upon the list more than 
once in the year. The probable meaning of this last provision 1s, that no one 
shall be compelled to attend more than once in the year, and if so, there 
will not ordinanly be more than three suitors at each of the weekly courts 
in Ossulston huadred. But independently of this, as the suitors can never 
exceed twelve, and the major part of them are allowed to proceed; it 18 
clear that less than twelve form a competent court; and still further, as 
the eighth section provides, that if any suitor after summons neglects to 
attend, and there shall not be « sufficient number of suitors to proceed 
in the business of the court, such smtor shall be amerced; it should seem 
that mere absence is not to be punished unless the business of the court is 
thereby impeded, but if twelve were necessary, the absence of any one 
must of course, and in every case stop the proceeding of the court In 
practice I believe that three suitors are considered sufficient to form a 
court, ‘and thus it Is not easy to see how these county courts essentially 
differ from, or are preferable tothe courts of requests; the author seems 
ta bave imagined for the moment that the twelve freeholders formed a 
jury, and that the causes were decided by trial by jury: but the suitors 
in 8 county court are the judges, their numbers need not amount to twelve, 
andthey cannot be challenged by the parties. 
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I mast not pase over in.silence: véz. the chancellors’ courts 
in. the two universities of England. Which two learned: 
bedies enjoy the sole jurisdiction, in exclusion of the king's 
covrts, over all civil actions and suits whatasever, when a 
scholar or privileged person is one of the parties; excepting 
in such cases where the right of freehold is concerned. And 
these by the university charter they are at liberty.to try and 
determine, either according to the common law of the land, 
er according to their own local customs, at their discretion ; 
which has generally led them to carry on their process in a 
course much conformed to the civil law, for reasans suffi- 
ciently explained in a former volume |. 


THESE privileges were granted, that the students might 
not be distracted from their studies by legal process from dis- 
tant courts, and other forensic avocations. And privileges of 
this kind are of very high antiquity, being generally enjoyed 
by all foreign universities as well as our own, in consequence 
(I apprehend) of o constitution of the emperor Frederick, 
A.D. 1158". But as to England in particular, the oldest 
charter that I have seen, containing this grant to the univer-. 
sity of Oxford, was 28 Hen. IIE. 4.D. 1244. And the same 
privileges were confirmed and enlarged by almost every suc- 
ceeding prince, down to king Henry the eighth; in the 
fourteenth year of whose reign the largest and most extensive 
charter of all was granted. One similar to which was after- 
wards granted to Cambridge in the third year of queen Eliza- 
heth. But yet, notwithstanding these charters, the privileges 
granted therem, of proceeding in a course different from the 
law of the land, were of so high a nature, that they were 
held to be invalid; for though the king might erect new 
courts, yet he could not alter the course of law by his letters 
patent. Therefore in the reign of queen Elizabeth an act of 
parliament was obtained", confirming all the charters of the 
two universities, and those of 14 Hen. VIII. and 3 Eliz. by 
name. Which dlessed act, as sir Edward Coke entitles it°, 
established this high privilege without any doubt or opposi- 
tion P: or, as sir Matthew Hale 4 very fully expresses the sense 


''Vol.1 introd. § 1. _ > Jenk. Cent. 2. pl. 88. Cent. 3. 
™ Cod. 4. ht 13. pl. 38. Hardr. 504. Godholt. 201. 
213 Ehiz ec 29, q Hist, C.L, 33, 


© 4 Inst, 227, 
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of the common law and the operation of the act of parlia- 
ment, “although king Henry the eighth, 14 4. &. su, 
‘¢ granted to the university a liberal charter, to proceed ac- 
‘ cording to the use of the university; viz. by a course much 
*‘ conformed to the civil law; yet that charter had not been 
‘‘ sufficient to have warranted such proceedings without the 
‘help of an act of parliament. And therefore in 28 Eliz. 
‘an act passed, whereby that charter was in effect enacted ; 
“and it is thereby that at this day they have a kind of civil 
‘law procedure, even in matters that are of themselves of 
‘common law cognizance, where either of the parties is 
“¢ privileged.” (11) 


Tuis privilege, so far as it relates to civil causes, is exer- 
cised at Oxford in the chancellor’s court; the judge of which 
is the vice-chancellor, his deputy, or assessor. From his sen- 
tence an appeal lies to delegates appointed by the congrega- 
tion; from thence to other delegates of the house of convo- 
cation; and if they all three concur in the same sentence it 
is final at least by the statutes of the university ’, according 
to the rule of the civil law’. But, if there be any discord- 
ance or variation in any of the three sentences, an appeal lies 
in the last resort to judges delegates appointed by the crown 
under the great seal in chancery. 


I wave now gone through the several species of private 
or special courts, of the greatest note in the kingdom, insti- 
tuted for the local redress of private wrongs; and must, in 


r Tu. 21. § 19. * Cod 7. 70. 1. 


(11) Though the charters in terms do not make residence a necessary 
qualification, yet the courts, looking to the reason of the privilege, have 
often determined that the person in behalf of whom the privilege 1s prayed 
to be allowed, shall be actually a resident-member of the university. See 
post. 298. and p. 355., and in the affidavit of the matriculation, which by 
the present practice accompanies the chancellor’s claim and certificate, the 
party’s residence should be stated, unless he be a servant of the university 
necessarily resident there. The privileges of the two universities differ 
materially ; that of Oxford extends to all personal causes arising in any 
part of England, but that of Cambridge is limited to the town and its 
suburbs. See 2 Wilson’s R. 406. Cas. Temp. Hardw. 240, 12 East’s R.12. 
15 East’s R. 634, 
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the close of all, make one general observation from sir 
Edward Coke‘: that these particular jurisdictions, derogating 
from the general jurisdiction of the courts of common law, 
are ever strictly restrained, and cannot be extended farther 
than the express letter of their privileges will most explicitly 
warrant, 

¢ 2 Inst. 648. 
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CHAPTER THE SEVENTH. 


or THE COGNIZANCE or PRIVATE 
WRONGS. 


are now to proceed to the cognizance of private 
wrongs; that 1s, to consider in which of the vast 
variety of courts, mentioned in the three preceding chapters, 
every possible injury that can be offered to a man’s person or 
property 1s certain of meeting with redress. 


Tue authority of the several courts of private and special 
jurisdiction, or of what wrongs such courts have cognizance, 
was necessarily remarked as those respective tribunals were 
enumerated ; and therefore need not be here again repeated ; 
which will confine our present inquiry to the cognizance of 
civil injuries in the several courts of public or general juris- 
diction. And the order, in which I shall pursue this in- 
quiry, will be by shewing; 1. What actions may be brought, 
or what injuries remedied, in the ecclesiastical courts. 
2. What in the military. 3. What inthe maritime. And, 
4, What in the courts of common law. 

AND, with regard to the three first of these particulars, I 
must beg leave not so much to consider what hath at any time 
been claimed or pretended to belong to their jurisdiction, by 
the officers and judges of those respective courts; but what 
the common law allows and permits to be so. For these 
‘eccentrical tribunals (which are principally guided by the 
rules of the imperial and canon laws), as they subsist and are 
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admitted in England, not by any right of their dwn *, but upon 
bare sufferance and toleration from the muni¢ipal laws, must 
have recourse to the laws of that country wherein they are 
thus adopted, to be informed how far their jurisdiction ex- 
tends, or what causes are permitted, and what forbidden, to 
be discussed or drawn in question before them. It matters 
not therefore what the pandects of Justinian, or the decretals 
of Gregory, have ordained. They are here of no more 
intrinsic authority than the laws of Solon and Lycurgus: 
curious perhaps for their antiquity, respectable for their equity, 
and frequently of admirable use in illustrating a point of his- 
tory. Nor is it at all material in what light other nations 
may consider this matter of jurisdiction. Kyéry nation must 
and will abide by its own municipal Jaws; which various 
accidents conspire to render different in almost every country 
in Europe. We permit some kinds of suits to be of ecclesi- 
astical cognizance, which other nations have referred entirely 
to the temporal courts; as concerning wills and succes- 
sions to intestates’ chattels: and perhaps we may, in our 
turn, proh®it them from iterfermg in some controversies, 
which on the continent may be looked upon as merely 
spiritual. In short, the common law of England 1s the one 
uniform rule to determine the jurisdiction of our courts: 
and, if any tribunals whatsoever attempt to exceed the 
limits so prescribed them, the king’s courts of common law 
may and do prohibit them; and in some cases punish their 
judges >. 


Havine premised this general caution, I proceed now to 
consider, 


1. THE wrongs or injuries cognizable by the ecclesiastical 
courts. I mean such as are offered to private persons or 
individuals; which are cognizable by the ecclesiastical court, 
not for reformation of the offender himself or party znyuring, 
(pro salute antmae, as is the case with immoralities in general, 
when unconnected with private injuries,) but for the sake of 
the party rajered, to make him a satisfaction and redress for 
the damage which he has sustained, And’ these I shall [ 88 ] 


® See Vol. I, introd, § 1. b Hal, Hist. C.L. 6. @ 
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 Axoruer pecuniary injury, cognizable in the spiritual 
courts, is the non-payment of other ecclesiastical dues to the 
clergy; as pensions, mortuaries, compositions, offerings, and 
whatsoever falis under the denomination of surplice-fees, for 
marriages or other ministerial offices of the church: all 
which injuries are redressed by a decree for their actual pay- 
ment. Besides which, all offerings, oblations, and obventions, 
not exceeding the value of 40s. may be recovered in a sum- 
mary way before two justices of the peace’. But care must 
be taken that these are real and not imaginary dues: for, if 
they be contrary to the common law, a prohibition will issue 
out of the temporal courts to stop all suits concerning them. 
As where a fee was demanded by the minister of the parish 
for the baptism of a child, which was administered in another 
place *; this, however authorised by the canon, 1s contrary 
to common right: for of common right, no fee 1s due to the 
minister even for performing such branches of his duty, and 
it can only be supported by a special custom'; but no custom 
can support the demand of a fee without performing them 
at all. 


For fees also, settled and acknowledged to be due to the 
officers of the ecclesiastical courts, a suit will lie therein: 
but not if the right of the fees is at all disputable; for then it 
must be decided by the comnion law™. It is also said, that uf 


1 Stat. 7&8 W.IIT c 6. ' Thid. $84 Lord Raym. 450. 1558. 
* Salk. $32. Fitzg. 55. 
m1 Ventr 165. 


But the original jurisdiction of the two mayistrates 1s put an end to am 
dimsee, 1f the party complained against shall insist before them upon any 
prescription, composition, or modus, agreement or title, and deliver the 
same to them in writing subscribed by him, and shall then give to the 
party complaining security to the satisfaction of the magistrates to pay 
all suck costs and damages, as upon a trial at law shall be given against 
him in case such prescription, &c. shall not be allowed. 

These are provisions of the 7& 8 W.3. c 6.; the principle of both these 
statutes has been adepted and extended by the 53G 3 c.127., and 54G. 35. 
¢. 68., the first applying to England, and the latter to Ireland. By the 
fourth section of each act, the jurisdiction of the two justices 1s extended 

to tithes, oblations, and compositions of the valte of ten pounds ; and by 
the sixth, in respect of tithes and church-rates due from quakers to fifty 
pounds, In either case one justice 1s made competent to receive the 
original complaint. and to summon the defaulter before two. 
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a curate be licensed, and his salary appointed by the bishosf, 

and he be not paid, the curate has a remedy in the ecclesi-" 
astical court": but, if he be not licensed, ar hath no such 

salary appointed, or hath made a special agreement with the 

rector, he must sue for a satisfaction at common law °; either 

by proving such special agreement, or else by leaving it toa 

jury to give damages upon a guanium meru:t, that is, in conse- 

sideration of what he reasonably deserved in proportion to 

the service performed. (3) 


Unner this head of pecuniary injuries.mey slso be reduced 
the several matters of spoliation, dilapidations, and neglect of 
repairing the church and things thereunto belonging; for which 
a satisfaction may be sued for in the ecclesiastical court. 


SPOLIATION is an injury done by one clerk or incumbent 
to another, in taking the fruits of his benefice without any 
right thereunto, but under a pretended title. It is remedied [ 91 ] 
by a decree to account for the profits so taken. This injury, 
when the jus pats onatus or right of advowson doth not come 
in debate, 1s cognizable in the spiritual court: as if a patron 
first presents A to a benefice, who is instituted and inducted 
thereto; and then, upon pretence of a vacancy, the same 
patron presents B to the same living, and he also obtains in- 
stitution and induction. Now, if the fact of the vacancy be 
disputed, then that clerk*who is kept out of the profits of the 


1] Burn. eccl. law 498. ° 1 Freem. 70. ; 


By the 57 G.3. c. 99., the question of salary to the curate of a non- 
resident clergyman 1s put entirely into the power of the bishop, subject to 
the regulations of the act He determines the amount according to a 
certain scale framed upon the value and population of the benefice; this 
amount is specified in the curate’s licence, and if there is any difference 
respecting it, upon complaint made to the pei he may summarily 
determine it, and punish the non-payment by sequestration. By the 
sixty-first section, any agreement made between the curate and rector, in 
derogation of the provisions of the act, or by which the curate is to 
take less than the appointed salary, is made void to all intents and 
purposes ; and the payment of any arrears accrued m consequence of such 
agreement, may be enforced with treble costs by the bishop, if the appli- 
cation of the curate be made within twelve months after his quitting the 
curacy. 
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the church, but gave it a vast ascendant over princes of all 
denominations; whose marriages were sanctified or repro- 
bated, their issue legitimated or bastardized, and the succession 
to their thrones established or rendered precarious, according 
to the humour or interest of the reigning pontiff: besides a 
thousand nice and difficult scruples, with which the clergy 
of those ages puzzled the understandings and loaded the con- 
sciences of the inferipr orders of the laity; and which could 
only be unravelled and removed by these their spiritual guides. 
Yet, abstracted from this universal influence, which affords 
so good a reason for their conduct, one might otherwise be 
led to wonder, that the same authonty, which enjoined the 
strictest celibacy to the priesthood, should think them the 
proper judges in causes between man and wife. ‘These causes 
indeed, partly from the nature of the injuries complained of, 
and partly from the clerical method of treating them’, soon 
became too gross for the modesty of a lay tribunal. And 
causes matrimonial are now so peculiarly ecclesiastical, that 
the temporal courts will never interfere in controversies of this 
kind, unless in some particular cases. As if the spiritual court 
do proceed to call a marriage in question after the death of 
either of the parties; this the courts of common law will 
prohibit, because it tends to bastardize and disinherit the 
issue; who cannot so well defend the marriage, as the parties 
themselves, when both of them living, might have done +. 


OF matrimonial causes, one of the first and principal is, 
1. Causa gactitatronis matrimoni, when one of the parties 
boasts or gives out that he or she is married to the other, 
whereby a common reputation of their matrimony may ensue. 
On this ground the party injured may libel the other in the 
spiritual court; and, unless the defendant undertakes and 
makes out a proof of the actual marriage, he or she 1s enjoined 
perpetual silence upon that head; which is the only remedy 
the ecclesiastical courts can give for this injury. (6) 2. Another 

¥ Some of the impurest books, that written by the popish elergy on the 


are extant in any language, are those subjects of matrimony and divorce, 
u 2 Inst. 614. 





(6) It is not enough for the maintenance of this suit, that one party 


_ falsely “ boasts or gives out that he or she 1s married to the other ;” the 


boasting must be malicious as well as false. In the case of Lord Hawke 
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species of matrimonial causes was, when a party contracted 
to- another brought a suit in the ecclesiastical court to compel 
a celebration of the marriage in pursuance of such con 
tract; but this branch of causes is now cut off entirely by 
the act for preventing clandestine marriages, 26 Geo. II. c. 38. 
which enacts, that for the future no suit shall be had in any [ 94 ] 
ecclesiastical court, to compel a celebration of marriage sx 
facie ecclesiae, for or because of any contract of matrimony 
whatsoever. (7) $. The suit for restetution of conjugal rights 
is also another species of matrimonial causes: which is brought 
whenever either the husband or wife is guilty of the injury 
of subtraction, or lives separate from the other without any 
sufficient reason; in which case the ecclesiastical jurisdiction 
will compel them to come together again, if either party 
be weak enough to desire it, contrary to the inclination of 
the other. 4. Divorces also, of which, and their several 
distinctions, we treated at large in a former volume”, are 
causes thoroughly matrimonial, and cognizable by the eccle- 
slastical judge. If it becomes improper, through some supers 
venient cause arising ex post facto, that the parties should live 
together any longer; as through intolerable cruelty, adultery, 
a perpetual disease, and the like: this unfitness or inabi- 
lity for the marriage state may be looked upon as an injury 
to the suffering party; and for this the ecclesiastfcal law 
administers the remedy of separation, or a divorce a mensa et 
thoro. But if the cause existed previous to the marriage, 
and was such a one as rerdered the marriage unlawful 
ab initio, as consanguinity, corporal imbecility, or the like ; 
in this case the law looks upon the marriage to have 
been always null and void, being contracted zn froudem legis, 
and decrees not only a separation from bed and board, 


W Book I ch. 15 





v Corrt, the learned judge, in stating the defences, which may be made to 
such a suit, says, “ a third defence of more rare occurrence 1s that though 
“ no marmage has passed, yet the pretension was fully authonsed by the 
“ complainant, and therefore though the representation is false, yet it is 
“ not malicious, and cannot be complained of as such by the party who hes 
* denounced 1t.”” In that case, such a defence having been fully made out, 
the court dismissed the suit 2 Haggard’s Rep 280. 

(7) This act is repealed, but the 4G 4, c¢. 76. contains the same pro- 
vision. 
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matrimonit itself. 5. The last species of matri- 
frionial causes is a consequence drawn from one of the species 
of divorce, that 2 mensa et thoro ; which is the suit for alimony, 
a term which signifies maintenance, which suit the wife, 
in case of separation, may have against her husband, if 
he neglects or refuses to make her an allowance suitable 
to their station in life. This is an injury to the wife, and 
the court christian will redress it by assigning her a compe- 
tent maintenance, and compelling the husband by ecclesiasti- 
cal censures to pay it. But no alimony will be assigned in 
case of a divorce for adultery on her part; for as that 
amounts to a forfeiture of her dower after his death, it is also 
a sufficient reason why she should not be partaker of his es- 
tate when living. 


§. TESTAMENTARY causes are the only remaining spe- 
cies belonging to the ecclesiastical jurisdiction; which, as 
they are certainly of a mere temporal nature*, may seem 
at first view a little oddly ranked among matters of a 
spiritual cognizance. And indeed (as was in some degree 
observed in a former volume’) they were originally cogni- 
zable in the king’s courts of common law, viz. the county 
courts*; and afterwards transferred to the jurisdiction of 
the chutch, by the favour of the crown, as d’natural conse- 
quénce of granting to the bishops the administration of 
intestates’ effects. 


Tus spiritual jurisdiction of testamentary causes is a pe- 
culiar constitution of this island; for in almost all other (even 
in popish) countries all matters testamentary are under the 
jurisdiction of the civil magistrate. And that this privilege 
is enjoyed by the clergy in England, not as a matter of eccle- 
siastical right, but by the special favour and indulgence of 
the municipal law, and as it should seem by some public act 
of the great council, is freely acknowledged by Lindewode, 
the ablest canonist of the fifteenth century. Testamentary 
causes, he observes, belong to the ecclesiastical courts “ super 
“ consensu regio et suorum procerum tn talibus ab antiquo con- 


* Warburt alhance. 173, 2 Hickes Disser, Eynstolar. p 8 58 
¥ Book II. ch 32, 
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* cesso, item super consuetudine in ed parte de sesentid Regum 

a” "The cama wae about.a century 
before, very openly professed in a canon of archbishop Stratford, 
viz. that the administration of intestates’ goods was * ab 
*‘ olzm” granted to the ordinary, “* consensu regio et magnatum 
“ regni Anglie”.” The constitutions of cardinal Othobon 
also testify, that this provision “ olim a praelatis cum appro- 
“‘ batione regis et baronum dicitur emanasse°.” And arch- 
bishop Parker “, in queen Elizabeth’s time, affirms in ex- 
press- words, that originally in matters testamentary “ non 
“ ullam habebant episcopi authoritatem, praeter eam quam a 
“ rege acceptam referebant. Jus testamenta proband: non habe- [ 96 ] 
“ dant: administrations potestatem cuique delegare non po- 
°° terant.” 


At what period of time the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of 
testaments and intestacies began in England, is not ascer- 
tained by any antient writer: and Lindewode* very fairly con- 
fesses, ‘ cujus regrs temporibus hoc ordinatum sit, non reperia.” 
We find it indeed frequently asserted in our common law 
books, that it is but of late years that the church hath had the 
probate of wills‘. But this must only be understood to mean 
that it hath not always had this prerogative: for certainly it is 
of very high ggtiquity. Lindewode, we have seen, declares 
that it was * ab antiquo;” Stratford, in the reign of king 
Edward III., mentions it as * ab olim ordinatum;” and car- 
dinal Othobon, in the 52 Hen. IIL. speaks of it as an antient 
tradition. Bracton holds it for clear law in the same reign of 
Henry III., that matters testamentary belonged to the spiri- 
tual court® And, yet earlier, the disposition of intestates’ 
goods “ per visum ecclesiae” was one of the articles confirmed 
to the prelates by king John’s magna carta". Matthew Paris 
also informs us, that king Richard I. ordained in Normandy 
‘© quod distributio rerum quae in testamento relinquuntur auto« 
“ ritate ecclesae fret.” And even this ordinance of king 
Richard was only an introduction of the same law into his 


* Provncial, 1.3. t.13, fol.176. f Fits. Abr tit. testament, pl 4. 2Roll. 
» Tid. 1.3. t.28. fol. 268 Abr.217. 9 Rep,87. Vaugh 907. 

© tit. 23. 8 1,5. de exceptonibus. c.10. ; 
4 See 9 Rep. 38. h cap, 27..edet. Oxon, 
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ducal dominions, which before prevailed in this kingdom ; 
for in the reign of his father Henry I. Glanvil is express, 
that’ si guds algguid dixerit contra testamentum, placitum tllud 
“in curia christianitatss audiri debet et terminari'.” And the 
Scots book called regiam mayestatem agrees verbatim with 
Glanvil in this point *. 


Ir appears that the foreign clergy were pretty early ambi- 
tious of this branch of power; but their attempts to assume 
it on the continent were effectually curbed by the edict of 
the emperor Justin ', which restrained the insinuation or pro- 
bate of testarnents (as formerly) to the office of the magzster 
census : for which the emperor subjoins this reason; “ adsur- 
“* dum etenim clericis est, zmmo ettam opprobriosum, st peritos 
“* se velint ostendere disceptationum esse forenstum.” But after- 
wards by the canon law™ it was allowed that the bishop 
might compel by ecclesiastical censures the performance of a 
bequest to prous uses. And therefore, as that was considered 
as & cause guae secundum canones et episcopales leges ud regimen 
animarum pertinut, \t fell within the jurisdiction of the spi- 
ritual courts by the express words of the charter of king Wil- 
liam I., which separated those courts from the temporal. And 
afterwards, when king Henry I. by his coronation-charter 
directed that the goods of an intestate should#be divided for 
the good of his soul", this made all intestacies immediately 
spiritual causes, as much as a legacy to pious uses had been 
before. This therefore, we may probably conjecture, was 
the aera referred to by Stratford and Othobon, when the king, 
by the advice of the prelates, and with the consent of his 
barons, invested the church with this privilege. And accord- 
ingly in king Stephen’s charter it is provided, that the goods 
of ah intestate ecclesiastic shall be distributed pro salute anz- 
wie ejus, ecclestae consilio° ; which latter words are equivalent 
to per visim ecclescae in the great charter of king John before 
mentioned. And the Danes and Swedes (who received the 


»c8, dare disposuertt, uxor sua, sve liber, 
* 1,2. ¢.38. aut parentes et legitm: homines gus, 
Cod. 1. 3. 41, eam pro anima eyus dividant, sicut ers 
cretal, 3. 26. 17. Gilb.. fep. meltus visum fuertt. ( Text. Roffens. c.34. 


5, 
p. 51.) 
" St guts dbaronum seu hominum me- o Lord Lyttlet. Hen. II. vol, 1. 
orumengecuntiam suam non deder vel Hearne ad Gul. Neubr. 711. 


Ch. 2: WRONGS. a 


rudiments of christianity and ecclesiastical discipline ftom 
England about the beginning of the twelfth century) have 
thence also adopted the spiritual cognizange of intestacies, 
testaments, and legacies ?. 


Tuis jurisdiction, we have seen, is principally exercised 
with us in the consistory courts of every diocesan bishop, and [ 98 J 
in the prerogative ‘court of the metropolitan, originally; and 
in the arches court and court of delegates by way of appeal. 
It is divisible into three branches; the probate of wills, the 
granting of administrations, and the suing for legacies. The 
two former of which, when no opposition is made, are granted 
merely ex officio et debito justitiae, and are then the object of 
what 1s called the voluntary, and not the contentious jurisdic- 
tion. But when a caveat is entered against proving the will 
or granting administration, and a suit thereupon follows to 
determine either the validity of the testament, or who hath 
a right to administer; this claim and obstruction by the 
adverse party are an injury to the party entitled, and as such 
are remedied by the sentence of the spiritual court, either by 
establishing the will or granting the administration. Sub- 
traction, the withholding or detaming of legacies, is also 
still more apparently injurious, by depriving the legatees of 
that night, with which the laws of the land and the will of 
the deceased have invested them. and therefore, as a conse- 
quential part of testamentary jurisdiction, the spiritual court 
administers redress herein, by compelling the executor to pay 
them. But in this last case the courts of equity exercise a 
concurrent jurisdiction with the ecclesiastical courts, as inci- 
dent 1o some other species of relief prayed by the complainant; 
as to compel the executor ‘to account for the testator’s effects, 
or assent to the legacy, or the like. or, as it is beneath the 
dignity of the king’s courts to be merely ancillary to other 
inferior jurisdictions, the cause, when once brought there, 
receives there also its full determination. (8) 
P Stiernhook, de yure Sueon. 1.3. ¢.8 


* 





(8) No action at law can be maintained against an executor for a legacy 
where there is no further proof of his assent to the legacy, than what the 
law can infer from an acknowledgment by him of assets sufficient to pay. 
it Convenience 1s much 1n favour of this rule, because, if the person who 
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4.(Raesn are the. principal injuries for which , the party 
grieved either must, - Frere seek his remedy in the spixitual 
courts. But befpre Pentirely dismiss this head, it may not 
be improper to add a short word concetning the method of 
progeeding in these tribunals, with regard to the redress of 


@: ° 
Mipories. , * 
re tr 


Iv must (in the first place) be acknowledged, to the honour 
of the spiritual courts, that though they continue to this day 
to decide’ many questions which are properly of temporal 
cognizance, yet justice is in general so ably and impartially 
administered in those tribunals, (especially of the superior 
kind,) and the boundaries ‘of their power are now so well 
known and established, that no material inconvenience at 
present arises from this jurisdiction still continuing in the an- 
tient channel. And, should an alteration be attempted, great. 
confusion would probably arise, in overtyning long-estab- 
lished forms, and new-modelling a course of proceedings that 
has now prevailed for seven centuries. 


Tue establishment of the civil law process in all the eccle- 
siastical courts was indeed a masterpiece of papal discern- 
ment, as it made a coalition impracticable between them and 
the national tribunals, without manifest inconvenience and ha- 





was legally entitled could recover at daw, he would do so adsolutely, and 
for his own use ; and though the legacy might have been intended for the 
benefit of another, a court of law would have no means of compelling the 
legatee so to apply it; as in the case of a legacy to the wife, which would 
become the husband’s absolutely, and the court of law could not oblige 
him, as a court of equity now will, to make provision for his wife out of 
it. Deeks v. Strutt, 5T.R.690. But where the executor admits assets, 
and expressly promises to pay in the case of a pecuniary legacy, or where 
the legacy being specific, he assents to it, such promise and assent vest 
the property in the legatee, and he may maintain an action against the 
executor, Atkins y. Hil, Cowp. 284. Lord Saye & Sele v.Guy,3 E.R. 
120. 

It is omitted to be observed in the text that causes of defamation are 
within the jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical court; suits of this kind are 
entertained for the use of words,which not importing or producing any 
temporal danger or loss, are not.dictionable in the courts of common law ; 
and the use of them is punished by penance with or without costs, at the 
discretion of the court. 


* 
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gard. And this consideration had undoubtedly its weight in 
causing this measure to be adopted, though many other causes 
concurred. The time when the pandects-ef Justinian were 
discovered afresh, and rescued from the dust of antiquity, the 
eagerness with which they were studied by the popish eocle- 
siastics, and the consequent dissensions between the clergy 
and the laity of England, have formerly 4 been spoken to at 
large. I shall only now remark upon those collections, that 
their being written in the Latin tongue, and referring so much 
to the will of the prince and his delegated officers of justice, 
sufficiently recommended them to the court of Rome, ex- 
clusive of their intrinsic merit. To keep the laity in the 
darkest ignorance, and to monopolize the little science, which 
then existed, entirely among the monkish clergy, were deep- 
rooted principles of papal policy. And, as the bishops of 
Rome affected in aH points to mimic the imperial grandeur, 
as the spiritual prerogatives were moulded on the pattern of 
the temporal, so the canon law process was formed on the 
model of the civil law; the prelates embracing with the ut- 
most ardour a method of judicial proceedings, which was car- 
ried on in a language unknown to the bulk of the people, which 
banished the intervention of a jury (that bulwark of Gothic 
liberty), which placed an arbitrary power of decision in the 
breast of a single man. 


Tue proceedings in the ecclesiastical courts are therefore 
regulated according to the practice of the civil and canon 
laws; or rather according to a mixture of both, corrected 
and new-modelled by their own particular usages, and the 
interposition of the courts of common law. For, if the pro- 
ceedings in the spiritual court be ever so regularly consonant 
to the rules of the Roman law, yet if they be manifestly re- 
pugnant to the fundamental maxims of the municipal laws, 
to which upon principles of sound policy the ecclesiastical 
process ought in every state to conform’ (as if they require 
two witnesses to prove a fact, where one will suffice at common 
law); in such cases a prohibition will be awarded against 

‘ 
4 Vol.I, introd. §1, * Warb, alliance, 179, 
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them’. But,,uuder these restrictions, their ordinary course 
of proceeding is, first, by citation, to call the party injuring 
before them. Then, by libel, libellus, a little book, or by 
articles drawn out in a formal allegation, to set forth the 
complainant’s ground of complaint. To this succeeds the 
defendant's answer upon oath, when, 1f he denies or extenuates 
the charge, they proceed to proofs by witnesses examined, and 
their depositions taken.down in writing, by an officer of the 
court. Ifthe defendant has any circumstances to offer in his 
defence, he must also propound them in what is called his 
defensive allegation, to which he is entitled in his turn to 
the placntiff’s answer upon oath, and may from thence pro- 
ceed to proofs as well as his antagonist. The canonical doc- 
trine of purgation, whereby the parties were obliged to an- 
swer upon oath to any matter, however criminal, that might 
be objected against them, (though long ago over-ruled im the 
court of chancery, the genius of the English law having broken 
through the bondage imposed on it by its clerical chancellors, 
and asserted the doctrines of judicial as well as civil liberty,) 
continued to the middle of the last century to be upheld by 
the spimtual courts; when the legislature was obliged to in- 
terpose, to teach them a lesson of similar moderation. By 
the statute of 13Car.II.c.12. it is enacted, that 1t shall not 
be lawful for any bishop or ecclesiastical judge, to tender or 
administer to any person whatsoever, the oath usually called 
the oath ex officio, or any other oath whereby he may be com- 
pelled to confess, accuse, or purge himself of any criminal 
matter or thing, whereby he may be liable to any censure or 
punishment. When all the pleadmgs and proofs are con- 
cluded, they are referred to the consideration, not of a jury, 
but of a single judge; who takes znformation by hearing advo- 
cates on both sides, and thereupon forms his znterlocutory 
decree or definitive sentence at his own discretion: from which 
there generally lies an appeal, in the several stages mentioned 
in a former chapter‘; though if the same be not appealed 
from in fifteen days, it is final, by the statute 25 Hen. VIM. 
¢.19. 


Roll, Abr. 800. 302. t Chap. 5. 
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Bur the point in which these jurisdictions are the most 
defective, is that of enforcing their sentences when pro- 
nounced; for which they have no other process but that of 
excommunication ; which is described " to be twofold; the legs, 
and the greater excommunication. The less is an ecclesias- 
tical censure, excluding the party from the participetion of 
the sacraments: the greater proceeds farther, and excludes 
him not only from these, but also from the company of all 
christians. But, if the judge of any spiritual court excom- 
municates a man for a cause of which he hath not the legal 
cognizance, the party may have an action against him at 
common law, and he is also liable to be indicted at the suit 
of the king”. 


Heavy as the penalty of excommunication is, considered 
in a serious light, there are, notwithstanding, many obstinate 
or profligate men, who would despise the brutum fulmen of 
mere ecclesiastical censures, especially when pronounced by 
a petty surrogate in the country, for railing or contumelious 
words, for non-payment of fees or costs, or for other trivial 
causes. ‘The common law therefore compassionately steps in 
to the aid of the ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and kindly lends g 
supporting hand to an otherwise tottering authority. Tmit- 
ating herein the policy of our British ancestors, among 
whom, according to Ceesar*, whoever where interdicted by the 
Druids from their sacrifices, 2 numero amprorum ac scelera- 
“ zorum habentur+ 11s omnes decedunt, aditum eorum sermo- 
“ nemque defugzunt, ne quid ex contagione tncommod: acciprant : 
* neque 21s petentibus gus redditur, neque honos ullus communica- 
* tur.’ And so with us by the common law an excommuni- 
cated person is disabled to do any act, that is required to be 
done by one that is probus et legalis homo. He cannot serve 
upon juries, cannot be a witness in any court, and, which is 
the worst of all, cannot bring an action, either real or person 
al, to recover lands or money due to him’. Nor is this the 
whole: for if, within forty days after the sentence has been 
published in the church, the offender does not submit and 
abide by the sentence of the spiritual court, the higbo} 


« Co, Litt. 133. * De Bello Gall. t, 6. ¢.13. 
w Q Inst. 628 ‘ ¥ Tatt. § 201. 
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certify such contempt to the king in chancery. Upon which 
there issues out a writ to the sheriff of the county, called, 
from the bishop’s certificate, a significavit; or, from its 
effects, a writ de excommuntcato capiendo : and the sheriff shall 
thereupon take the offender, and imprison him in the county 
gaol, till he is reconciled to the church, and such reconcili- 
ation certified by the bishop; upon which another writ, de 
excommunicato deliberando, issues out of chancery to deliver 
and release him’. (9) This process seems founded on the 
charter of separation (so often referred to) of William the 
Conqueror. “ S¢ alzques per superbram elatus ad justicram epis- 
“6 copalem venzre noluerit, vocetur semel, secundo, et tertio: 
¢ quod sz nec sec ad emendationem venerit, excommunicetur, ety 
“* 2 opus fuerit, ad hoc vindicandum fortitudo et pustitra regis sive 
“© wcecomitis adhibeatur.” And in case of subtraction of tithes, 
amore summary and expeditious assistance is given by the 
statutes of 27 Hen. VIII. c.20. and 32 Hen. VUIi. c.7. which 
enact, that upon complaint of any contempt or misbehaviour 
towards the ecclesiastical judge by the defendant in any suit 
[ 103 ] for tithes, any privy counsellor, or any two justices of the 
peace, (or, in case of disobedience to a definitive sentence, 
any two justices of the peace,) may commit the party to 
prison without bail or mamprize, till he enters mto a recog- 
nizance with sufficient sureties to give due obedience to the 
process and sentence of the court. These timely aids, which 
the common and statute laws have lent to the ecclesias- 
tical jurisdiction, may serve to refute that groundless notion 


# F.N.B. 62, 


(9) By the same two statutes which have already been mentioned, the 
53 G.3.c.127. for England, and 54G.3.c.68 for Ireland, excommunication 
and the writ de excommunwato cagnendo are prohibited as a mode of enforcing 
obedience to ecclesiastical process or decrees. Instead of the sentence of 
excommunication in these cases, the court is now to pronounce the party 
contumactous, and a writ de contumace capiendo 1s to issue from chancery 
upon the signification of the ecclesiastical judge, which is to have the same 
force as the former writ. 

Excommunication, however, may still be pronounced by the court as a 
spiritual censure for an offence of ecclesiastical cognizance, but then it 
involves no civil penalty or incapacity whatever, save an imprisonment for 
such term, not exceeding six months, as the court shall direct; and in 
execution of that sentence, the writ de excommumnicato caprendo issues in 
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which some are too apt to entertain, that the courts of 
Westminster-hall are at open variance with those at doc- 
tors’ commons. It is true that they are sometimes obliged 
to use a parental authority, in correcting the excesses of these 
inferior courts, and keeping them within their legal bounds; 
but, on the other hand, they afford them a parental assistance 
in repressing the insolence of contumacious delinquents, and 
rescuing their jurisdiction from that contempt, which, for 
want of sufficient compulsive powers, would otherwise be sure 
to attend it. 


IT. I am next to consider the injuries cognizable in the 
court military, or court of chzvalry. ‘The jurisdiction of which 
is declared by statute 13 Ric. II.c.2. to be this: “ that it 
‘hath cognizance of contracts touching deeds of arms or 
“ of war, out of the realm, and also of things which touch 
‘‘ war within the realm, which cannot be determined or dis- 
“cussed by the common law; together with other usages 
‘Sand customs to the same matters appertaining.” So that 
wherever the common law can give redress, this court hath 
no jurisdiction: which has thrown it entirely out of use as to 
the matter of contracts, all such being usually cognizable in 
the courts of Westminster-hall, if not directly, at least by 
fiction of law: as if a contract be made at Gibraltar, the 
plaintiff may suppose it made at Northampton; for the 
locality, or place of making it, is of no consequence with 
regard to the validity of the contract. 


Tue words, “ other usages and customs,” support the 
claim of this court, 1. To give relief to such of the nobi- 
lity and gentry as think themselves aggrieved in matters of 
honour; and 2. To keep up the distinction of degrees and 
quality. Whence it follows, that the civil jurisdiction of [ 104 3 
this court of chivalry is principally in two points; the 
redressing injuries of honour, and correcting encroachments 
in matters of coat-armour, precedency, and other distinctions 
of families. 

As a court of honour, it is to give satisfactiqn to all such 
as are aggrieved in that point; a point of a nature so nice 
and delicate, that it’s wrongs and injuries escape the notice of 

1 3 
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the common law, and yet are fit to be redressed somewhere. 
Such, for instance, as calling a man coward, or giving him 
the lie; for which, as they are productive of no immediate 
damage to his person or property, no action will lie in the 
courts at Westminster: and yet they are such injuries as 
will prompt every man of spirit to demand some honourable 
amends, which by the antient law of the land were appointed 
to bé given in the court of chivalry*. But modern resolu- 
tions have determined, that how much soever such a juris- 
diction may be expedient, yet no action for words will at 
present lie therein®. And it hath always been most clearly 
holden‘, that as this court cannot meddle with any thing 
determinable by the common law, it therefore can give no 
pectthiary satisfaction or damages, inasmuch as the quantity 
and determination thereof is ever of common law cogni- 
zance. And therefore this court of chivalry can at most 
only order reparation in point of honour; as, to compel the 
defendant mendacium sibz zpsi emponere, or to take the lie that 
fie has given upon himself, or to make such other submis- 
sion as the laws of honour may require’. Neither can this 
court, as to the point of reparation in honour, hold plea of 
any such word or thing, wherein the party is relievable by 
the courts of common law. As, if a man gives another a 
blow, or calls him thief or murderer; for in both these 
cases the common law has pointed out his proper remedy by 
action. 


105 ] As to the other point of its civil jurisdiction, the redress- 
ing of encroachments and usurpations in matters of heraldry 
and coat-armour: it is the business of this court, according 
to sir Matthew Hale, to adjust the right of armorial ensigns, 
bearings, crests, supporters, pennons, &c.; and also nghts of 
place or precedence, where the king’s patent or act of par- 
kament (which cannot be over-ruled by this court) have not 
already determined it. 


Tue proceedings in this court are by petition, in‘a sum- 


* Year book, 37 Hen. VI. 2}. Selden © Hal Hist C.L.37. 
of Duels, c.10. *Hal Hist. C.L. $7. 41 Roll. Abr. 128. 
& Salk, 553. 7 Mod. 125, 2 Hawk 
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mary way; and the trial not by a jury of twelve men, but 
by witnesses, or by combat *. But as it cannot imprison, 
not being a court of record, and as by the resolutions of 
the superior courts it is now confined to so narrow and 
restrained a jurisdiction, it has fallen into contempt and dis-~ 
use. The marshalling of coat-armour, which was formerly 
the pride and study of all the best families in the kingdom, 
is now greatly disregarded; and has fallen into theahands 
of certain officers and attendants upon this court, called 
heralds, who consider it only as a matter of lucre, and not 
of justice: whereby such falsity and confusion have crept 
into their records, (which ought to be the standing evi- 
dence of families, descents, and coat-armour,) that, though 
formerly some credit has been paid to their testimony, now 
even their common seal will not be received as evidence 
in any court of justice in the kingdom’. But their orginal 
visitation books, compiled when progresses were solemnly 
and regularly made into every part of the kingdom, to 
inquire into the state of families, and to register such mar- 
riages and descents as were verified to them upon oath, are 
allowed to be good evidence of pedigrees®. (10) And it 1s 
much to be wished that this practice of visitation at certain 
periods were revived; for the failure of inquisitions post 


© Co. Litt. 261 E Comb 638. 
f 2 Roll. Abr 686. 2Jon 224. 


(10) The visitation books contain the pedigrees and arms of the nobility 
and gentry of the kingdom from the twenty-first year of Henry VIII. to 
the latter end of the seventeenth century, during which period the two 
provincial kings of arms, Clarencieux and Norroy, soon after their in- 
vestiture in office, usually recerved a commission under the great seal, 
authorising them to visit the several counties within their respective 
provinces, to “ peruse and take knowledge, survey and view of all manner 
of arms, cognizances, ces, and other like devices, with the notes of the 
descents, pedigrees, and miiiages of all the nobility and gentry therein 
throughout contained, and also to reprove, control, and make infamous by 
proclamation, all such as unlawfully and without just authority usurp or 
take any name or title of honour or dignity as esquire or gentleman, &c ” 
The first of these commussions was issued 1n the twenty-first year of Hen- 
ry VIII., and the last in the second year of James II. From these visitations 
entries were afterwards made into the books kept at the college of Heralds. 
First Report of the House of Commons or Public Records. Appendix, 
c.8. p.82. 


105 PRIVATE Boox III. 


mortem, by the abolition of military tenures, combined with 
the negligence of the heralds in omitting their usual pro- 
gresses, has rendered the proof of a modern descent, for 

106 ] the recovery of an estate or succession to a title of honour, 
more difficult than that of an antient. This will be indeed 
remedied for the future, with respect to claims of peerage, 
by a late standing order" of the house of lords; directing 
the hgpalds to take exact accounts, and preserve regular 
entries of all peers and peeresses of England, and their re- 
spective descendants; and that an exact pedigree of each peer 
and his family shall, on the day of his first admission, be 
delivered to the house by garter, the principal king-at-arms. 
But the general inconvenience, affecting more private suc- 
cessions, still continues without a remedy. 


III. Insurixs cognizable by the courts maritime, or admi- 
ralty courts, are the next object of our inquiries. These 
courts have jurisdiction and power to try and determine all 
maritime causes; or such injuries, which, though they are 
in their nature of common law cognizance, yet bemg com- 
mitted on the high seas, out of the reach of our ordmary 
courts of justice, are therefore to be remedied in a peculiar 
court of their own. All admiralty causes must be therefore 
causes arising wholly upon the sea, and not within the pre- 
cincts of any county’. For the statute 13 Ric.II.c.5. 
directs that the admiral and his deputy shall not meddle with 
any thing, but only things dgne upon the sea; and the statute 
15 Ric. II.c.3. declares that the court of the admiral hath 
no manner of cognizance of any contract, or of any other 
thing, done within the body of any county, either by land or 
by water; nor of any wreck of the sea: for that must be 
cast on land before it becomes a wreck‘. But it is other- 
wise of things flotsam, jetsam, and ligan ; for over them the 
admiral hath jurisdiction, as they are-in and upon the sea *, 
If part of any contract, or other cause of action, doth 
arise upon the sea, and part upon the land, the common law 
excludes the admiralty court from it’s jurisdiction; for, part 
belonging properly to one cognizance and part to another, 


» J] May, 1767. ) See book I. ch. 8. p 292. 
Co. Litt, 260. Hob. 79. k § Rep. 106. 
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the common or general law takes place of the particular'. 
Therefore, though pure maritime acquisitions, which are [ 107 J 
earned and become due on the high seas, as seamen’s 
wages, are one proper object of the admuralty jurisdiction, 
even though the contract for them be made upon land™; 
yet, in general, if there be a contract made in England and 
to be executed upon the seas, as a charterparty or covenant 
that a ship shall sail to Jamaica, or shall be in such a latitude . ' 
by such a day; or a contract made upon the sea to be per- 
formed in England, as a bond made on shipboard to pay 
money in London or the like; these kinds of mixed contracts 
belong not to the admuralty jurisdiction, but to the courts of 
common law". And indeed it hath been farther holden, that 
the admiralty court cannot hold plea of any contract under 
seal °, (11) 


! Co, Litt, 261. . Hob. 12. Hal. Hist C,L. 35. 
m1] Ventr 146. ° Hob 212 





(11) The case referred to in the text 1s that of Palmer v Pope, Hobart’s 
Rep p.79 and p 212.; but it does not seem to warrant the position. The 
libel in the admiralty court there stated an agreement made super altum mare, 
that Pope should carry certain sugars, and that the agreement was after 
put in writing in the port of Gado on the coast of Barbary, a breach was 
then assigned The court resolved, “ that a prohibition Jay, because the 
“ original contract, though it were made at sea, yet was changed when it 
‘“* was put in writing sealed, which being at land, changed the jurisdiction, 
“ butif it had been a writing only without seal, a mere remembrance of 
“ the agreement, 1t had made no change”’ By this 1s to be understood 
that the sealed contract destroyed the original parol contract, which a 
mere writing would not have done, and as that new contract was made 
on land, though out of the king’s dommuons, still 1t was not within the 
admiralty jurisdiction. It cannot, therefore, be inferred from this case, 
that the admiralty court cannot hold plea of any contract under seal The 
same point, however, 1s undoubtedly laid down in Opy v Addison and 
others, 12 Mod. 38. §.C. Salk. 31. Day v. Searle, 2 Strange, 968. (which, 
however, was decided only on the authority of the preceding case), and 
Howe v. Napprer, 4 Burr, 1950. Perhaps, however, upon an examination 
of the authorities, 1t would appear that there is nothing to warrant the 
position that the admiralty court has not jurisdiction, where the specialty 
contract 1s made on the sea, and to be performed on the sea, or when it 
relates to a subject-matter, over which the court has jurisdiction. The 
4 Inst. p.135., which has been cited to support this, does .not go so 
far; and the case of Menetone v. Gibbons, 5 T. R. 267., virtually over- 
ruled the cases on which Lord Mansfield relied in Howe v. Nappuer, because 
there 1t was determined that the admiralty court kad jurisdiction respect- 
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Anp also, as the courts of common law have obtained a 
concurrent jurisdiction with the court of chivalry with regard 
to foreign contracts, by supposing them made in England; 
so it is no uncommon thing for a plaintiff to feign that a 
contract, really made at sea, was made at the royal exchange, 
or other inland place, in order to draw the cognizance of the 
suit from the courts of admiralty to those of Westminster- 
hall’. This the civilians exclaim against loudly, as inequi- 
table and absurd; and sir Thomas Ridley‘ hath very gravely 
proved it to be impossible for the ship in which such cause 
of action arises to be really at the royal exchange in Cornhill. 
But our lawyers justify this fiction, by alleging (as before) 
that the locality of such contracts is not at all essential to the 
merits of them; and that learned civilian himself seems to 
have forgotten how much such fictions are adopted and 
encouraged in the common law: that a son killed in battle 1s 
supposed to live for ever for the benefit of his parents’; and 
that, by the fiction of postlzminium and the lex Cornelia, cap- 
tives, when freed from bondage, were held to have never 
been prisoners *, and such as died in captivity were supposed 
to have died in their own country *. 


Where the admiral’s court hath not original jurisdiction 
b 4 Inst. 134 * Ff. 49.15.12 § 6. 
4 View of the Civil Law,b.3. pl. §3. ' Ff 49 15 18, 
- Inst.1. tu.25. 


Se emammeed 


ing an hypothecation bond, though executed on land and under seal, 
because it had jurisdiction over the subject-matter of the hypothecation 
of ships, and it was expressly negatived that the circumstance of the 1n- 
strument being under seal could deprive them of their yunsdiction Now 
the cases alluded to were suits for marmers’ wages, and it was admitted 
that the admiralty had jurisdiction over the subyect-matter, but it was 
said that the special agreement and the seal took it away 

It will be observed that the reasoning in this note on the case of Palmer 
v. Pope, proceeds farther than the text, and assumes, that, in the case of 
contracts, it is not necessary to bring the matter within the precincts of a 
county in order to oust the admiralty of jurisdiction. In that case it is 
expressly laid down that the jurisdiction is hmited to the seas only, that 
the libel must allege the matter to have arisen super altum mare, and 
that if it arse upon any continent, port, or haven in the world out of the 
king’s dominions, the statutes take away the jurisdiction. This must be 
aualified, it 1s conceived, by the principle laid down in Menetone vy. Gibbons 
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of the cause, though there should arise in it a question that 
is proper for the cognizance of that court, yet that doth not 
alter nor take away the exclusive jurisdiction of the common 
law“, And so, vice versa, if it hath jurisdiction of the ori- 
ginal, it hath also jurisdiction of all consequential questions, 
though properly determinable at common law’. Where- 
fore, among other reasons, a suit for beaconage, of a beacon 
standing on a rock in the sea, may be brought in the 
court of admiralty, the admiral having an original jurisdic- 
tion over beacons *. In case of prizes, also, in time of war, 
between our own nation and another, or between two other 
nations, which are taken at sea, and brought into our ports, 
the courts of admiralty have an undisturbed and exclusive 
jurisdiction to determine the same according to the law of 
nations *. (12) 


" Comb 462. w 1 Sid. 158. 
¥13 Rep 53 2 Lev. 25. Hardr 183 * 2 Show. 232 Comb 444. 


(12) The author takes no notice of what 1s very material, that there 
are 1n fact two courts ; —the admiralty court, or, more properly, the instance 
court, of which he has hitherto been speaking, and which the statutes of 
Richard were made to restrain, but which has no jurisdiction in matters 
of prize, and the prize court Both courts have, indeed, the same judge ; 
but in the former he sits by virtue of a commission under the great seal, 
which enumerates the objects of his jurisdiction but specifies nothing re- 
lative to prize; while in the latter, he sits by virtue of a commission which 
issues in every war under the great seal to the Lord High Admiral, 
requiring the court of admiralty, and the lieutenant and judge of the same 
court “ to proceed upon all and all manner of captures, seisures, prizes, 
** and reprisals of all ships and goods that are or shall be taken, and to 
“ hear and determine according to the course of the admiralty and the 
“ law of nations.’ and upon this a warrant issues to the judge. The 
manners of proceeding, and the systems of litigation and jurisprudence, 
are different in the two courts. The jurisdiction of this last court 1s ex- 
clusive, for 1t has been determined solemnly, that though for taking a ship 
on the high seas an action will lie at common law, yet when it is taken 
as prize, though wrongfully taken, and there were no colour for the taking, 
no action can be maintained Nor 1s the jumsdiction confined to captures 
at sea; captures in port, or on land, where the surrender has been to a 
naval force, or a mixed force of the army and navy, are equally and ex- 
clusively triable by the prize court The reasonableness and convenience 
of these determinations are beautifully enforced in the judgments of Mr 
J. Buller in Le Caux vy Eden, and of Lord Mansfield in Lindo v. Rodney 
and another, Douglas’s Rep 594.620. Though the prize court proceeds 

under 
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Tue proceedings of the courts of admiralty bear much 
resemblance to those of the civil law, but are not entirely 
founded thereon: and they likewise adopt and make use 
of other laws, as occasion requires; such as the Rhodian 
laws and the laws of Oleron’. For the law of England, 
as has frequently been observed, doth not acknowledge 
or pay any deference to the civil law considered as such; 
but merely permits its use in such cases where it judges 
it’s determinations equitable, and therefore blends it, in the 
present instance, with other marine laws: the whole being 
corrected, altered, and amended by acts of parliament and 
common usage; so that out of this composition a body of 
jurisprudence 1s extracted, which owes it’s authority only 
to it’s reception here by consent of the crown and people. 
The first process in these courts 1s frequently by arrest of 
the defendant’s person’; and they also take recognizances 
or stipulations of certain fideyussors in the nature of bail’, 
and in case of default may imprison both them and their 
principal®. They may also fine and imprison for a contempt 
in the face of the court®. And all this 1s supported by im- 
memorial usages grounded on the necessity of supporting a 
jurisdiction so extensive °; though opposite to the usual doc- 
trines of the common law: these being no courts of record, 
because in general their process is much conformed to that of 
the civil law °. 


IV. I am next to consider such injuries as are cognizable 
by the courts of the common Jaw. And herein I shall for the 


Y Hale, Hist.C.L. 36. Co. Litt. 11. b1 Roll. Abr 531. Godb. 260. 


* Clerke, prar. cur. adm. § 13. ©] Ventr 1. 
“ Id. § 11. 1 Roll. Abr.531, Raym ‘11 Keb 552. 
78. Lord Raym. 1286, © Bro Abr t. error, 177. 





under a commission issuing at the commencement of each war, its jurs- 
diction is not peremptorily terminated by the peace, but all questions of 
prize between the two nations, will still be tried by this court Thus, 
where a vessel, having been captured by an American privateer m time of 
war, was re-captured after the period prescribed for the cessation of hos- 
tilities by the treaty of peace, and the American commander claimed the 
vessel to be restored to him by suit in the prize court, the junsdiction of 
the court was affirmed, and a prolnbition refused. Ex parte Lynch, 1 Mad- 
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present only remark, that all possible injuries whatsoever, 
that do not fall within the exclusive cognizance of either the 
ecclesiastical, military, or maritime tribunals, are for that very 
reason within the cognizance of the common law courts of 
justice. or it is a settled and invariable principle in the laws 
of England, that every right when withheld must have a 
remedy, and every injury it’s proper redress. The definition 
and explication of these numerous injuries, and their respec- 
tive legal remedies, will employ our attention for many sub- 
sequent chapters. But before we conclude the present, I 
shall just mention two species of injuries, which will properly 
fall now within our immediate consideration: and which are, 
either when justice 1s delayed by an inferior court that has 
proper cognizance of the cause; or, when such inferior court 
takes upon itself to examine a cause and decide the merits 
without a legal authority. 


1. Tue first of these injuries, refusal, or neglect of justice, 
is remedied either by writ of procedendo, or of mandamus. A 
writ of procedendo ad judicium issues out of the court of chan- 
cery, where judges of any subordinate court do delay the par- 
ties; for that they will not give judgment, either on the one 
side or the other, when they ought so to do. In this case a 
writ of procedendo shall be awarded, commanding them in the 
king’s name to proceed to judgment; but without speci- 
fying any particular judgment, for that (if erroneous) may 
be set aside in the course of appeal, or by writ of error or 
false judgment: and upon farther neglect or refusal, the 
judges of the imferior court may be punished for their con- 
tempt, by writ of attachment returnable in the king’s bench 
or common pleas ‘. 


A writ of mandamus is, in general, a command issuing 
in the king’s name from the court of king’s bench, and 
directed to any person, corporation, or inferior court of judi- 
cature within the king’s dominions, requiring them to do 
some particular thing therein specified, which appertains to 
their office and duty, and which the court of king’s bench 
has previously determined, or at least supposes to be conson- 


‘ F.N.B 158, 154. 240, 
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to right and justice. It is a high prerogative writ, of a 
most extensively remedial nature; and may be issued in some 
cases where the injured party has also another more tedious 
method of redress, as if the case of admission or restitution 
to an,office ; (13) but it issues in all cases where the party hath 
a right to have any thing done, and hath no other speci- 
fic means of compelling it’s performance. A mandamus 
therefore lies to compel the admission or restoration of the 
party applying to any office or franchise of a public nature, 
whether spiritual or temporal; to academical degrees; to the 
use of a meeting-house, &c.: it lies for the production, in- 
spection, or delivery of public books and papers; for the sur- 
render of the regalza of a corporation; to oblige bodies cor- 
porate to affix their common seal; to compel the holding of a 
court; and for an infinite number of other purposes, which it 


(15) Supposing the injured party to have a complete and specific redress by 
suit at law, it 1s conceived that the circumstance of its being a more tedious 
method, will not be sufficient to warrant the court in granting a mandamus. 
But where the remedy 1s inadequate, the wrt may issue; thus, where a party 
refuses to do some act which by law he ought to do, and the non-feasance of 
which 1s injurious to the public, though this be an indictable offence, that will 
not prevent the issuing of a mandamus, fo. the indictment will not directly 
compel the performance of the act: the offender may be fined or un- 
prisoned, but if he be obstinate, the party injured has no complete remedy. 
Rex v. Severn and Wye Railway Company, 2 B. & A. 646 Neither does 
the instance put of an admission to an office, seem to be in point, for 
though a mandamus will undoubtedly he for such a purpose, yet it does 
lie specifically, because the party without it would have no legal remedy 
by action It1s proper also to add another qualification, if the mght in 
dispute be strictly and wholly private, the court will not interfere; a 
mandamus 1s properly a writ to compel the performance of public, or, at 
least, official duties, and therefore the court, considering the bank of 
England as a mere corporation of private traders, so far as regarded its 
internal management of its own concerns, refused to issue a mandamus 
upon the application of a member to compel the directors to produce their 
accounts in order to declare a dividend of all their profits. R v. Bank of 
England, 2 B.& A. 620. R. v. London Assurance Company, 5 B. & A. 899. 

As the writ of mandamus is exclusively confined to the court of K.B, 
and has been called one of the flowers of that court, no writ of error will 
lie to any other jurisdiction, if there should be any thing improper, either 
in the granting it, or n the proceedings under it 

On the subject of mandamus, and the traversmg the return if false in 
fact, in certam cases, see post, 264. 
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is impossible to recite minutely. But at present we are more . 
particularly to remark, that it issues to the judges of any infe- 
rior court, commanding them to do justice according to the 
powers of their office, whenever the same is delayed. For it 
is the peculiar business of the court of king’s bench to 
superintend all inferior tribunals, and therein to inforce the 
due exercise of those judicial or ministerial powers, with 
which the crown or legislature have invested them: and this 
not only by restraining their excesses, but also by quickening 
their negligence, and obviating their denial of justice. A f lil 
mandamus may therefore be had to the courts of the city of 
L&@hdon, to enter up judgment ®; to the spiritual courts to 
grant an administration, to swear a church-warden, and the 
like. This writ is grounded on a suggestion, by the oath of 
the party injured, of his own right, and the denial of justice 
below: whereupon, in order more fully to satisfy the court 
that there is a probable ground for such interposition, a rule 
is made (except in some general cases, where the probable 
ground is manifest), directing the paity complained of to shew 
cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue: and, if he 
shews no sufficient cause, the writ itself is issued, at first in 
the alternative, either to do thus, or signify some reason to 
the contrary; to whieh a return, or answer, must be made at 
a certain day. And if the inferior judge, and other person to 
whom the writ is directed, returns or signifies an insufficient 
reason, then there issues in the second place a peremptory 
mandamus, to do the thing absolutely; to which no other 
return will be admitted, but a certificate of perfect obedience 
and due execution of the writ. If the inferior judge or 
other person makes no return, or fails in his respect and 
obedience, he is punishable for his contempt by attachment. 
But, if he, at the first, returns a sufficient cause, although 
it should be false in fact, the court of king’s bench will not 
try the truth of the fact upon affidavits; but will for the 
present helieve him, and proceed no farther on the mandamus. 
But then the party injured may have an action against him 
for his false return, and (if found to be false by the jury) 
shall recover damages equivalent to the injury sustained; 
together with a peremptory mandamus to the defendant to do 


© Raym. 214. 
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his‘duty. Thag much forthe injutycof neglect or refusal of 
Justice. 
2, TH other injury; which és thédef ‘encroachment of 


jurisdiction, or calling: ‘one coram non Jjudlice, ‘to answer in a 
couxt that has no legal cognizance of the cause, is also a 
grievance, for which the common law has — a'remedy 
by the writ of prohibition. 3 


{112 ] A pRouusrrion is a writ ‘issuing .properly only out of 
the court of king’s bench, being the king’s prerogative writ ; 
but, for the furtherance of justice, it may now also be ffad 
in séme cases out of the court of chancery *, common pias ', 
er exchequer*; ‘directed. to the judge and parties of a sult j dn 
any inferior court, commanding them to ceasé from the pro-3 
secution thereof, upon a suggestion, thdt either the cause 
originally, or some collateral matter arising therein, does not 
belong to that jurisdiction, but to the ‘cognizance of some 
other court. This writ may issue either to inferior ceurts of 
common law; as, to the courts of the ,counties palatine or 
principality of Wales, if they iba. pléa of land. or other 
matters not lying within their respective franchises>; td the 
county-courts or courtsybaron, where they attempt je hold 
plea of any matter of the‘value of forty shillings ™: or it may 
be directed to the courts christian, the-university courts, the 
court of chivalry, or the court of admiralty, where they con- 
cern themselves with any matter not within their jurisdictton ; 
as if the first should attempt to try the validity of a custom 
pleaded, or the latter a contract made or to be executed within 
this kingdom. Or, if, in handling of matters clearly within 
their cognizance, they transgress the bounds prescribed to 
them by the laws of England; as where they require two 
witnesses to prove the payment of a legacy, a releasé of 
tithes", or the like; in such cases, also a prohibition will be 
seadel For, as the fact of sighing ¢ & release, or of actual 
payment, is not properly a spiritual question, but bnly 
eis to be decided in those courts, ‘because incident or 


wh, 
“p 1 Wms 476, ' Lord Raym. 1408, 
1) Hob. 15. : m Finch: L451, | 
k Palmer, 523 © Cro. Eliz.666, Heb, 188. 
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accessory to goithe or ity ae TRE 0} 1 clearly, , seidlite, Hatie j juris~’ 

diction ;°j¢ ought. thy res , whéfe » twp, ya die, tobe 

decided ‘Hot ackordiiiite s.the spizitugl, fuel byt the texiporal’ ‘law; 


else the’ same ‘questt “might he déterinined différent whys; 
accprding to; thie court in which the suit is depending: an 
impropriety | which no\-wise government can or ouglit to 
enduye,: aind avhich js, thetefore, a ground of prohibition. And [118 ] 
if either the judge or theparty shall sroceed after sueh pro- 
hibition, .an ‘attachment may be had against them; to punish 
them for ‘the contempt, at tHe discretion of the court that 
awarded it °; andsin’action will le against them, to en 


the party injured 3 in damages, « ° ’ 


Po J 


go long as the idea continued among the coe ne thé 
idstical state was wholly independent of the cavil, great 
struggles were constantly maintained between the temporal 
‘courts gud the spiritual, conderning the writ of prghibition 
and tha proper objects of it; even from the time of the coné 
stitutigais of Clarendon; made in opposition tothe claims of 
archbishop et in. 10 .LI. to the exhibition of certain 
articles of omplamt to.<i™-king” by archbishop Bancroft in 
aJac. 1. “behalf af. the e¢clesiastical courts: from which, 
and from the answers to them signgd by all the judges of 
Westminster-hall *, », much may be collected concerning the 
reasons of granting and methods of proceeding upon prohibi- 
tions. . A short summary of the latter is as follows: The 
party aggrieved | in the- court below apples to the superior 
court, setting oth: i in a suggestion upon record the ‘natute 
and cause of his’ complaint, in being drawn ad alud examen; 
by a jurisdiction.or manner of process disallowed by the laws 
of the kingdom : upon ‘which, if the. matter alleged appears 
to’ the court to be sufficient, the writ of prohibition immedi- 
ately issues, commanding the judge not to hold, and the party 
not to proseciite, the plea, But sometimes the point may 
be too nice and doubtful, to ." decided merely upon a motion ; 
and then, for the more solemn determination of the question, 
the party “applying for the prohibition is directed by the 
court rt to.deolate i In pasion ; that 1s, to ene an agtion, 


e EN. 40, ‘ r 2 Inst. 604—-618, 
% 
VOL. IIT. K 


bo) ; > ais PRIVATE Boox Ill. 
‘ ral t a “a 
= ae : “4 R 1 I ti * t ; 





aga 6 Otter, upon a supposition 
pAiésion (which is not traversable €) that he has pro- 
geetied in the suit below, notwithstanding the writ of 
trohibiton And if, upon demurrer sand argument, the 

‘court shall finally be of opinion, that the matter suggested 

[ 114 lis a " good and sufficient ground of :prohibition in point of 
law, then judgment with nominal damages shall be given 
for theeparty complaining, and the defendant, and also the 
inferior court, shall be prohibited from proceeding any far- 
ther. On the other hand, if the superior court shall think 
it no competent ground for restraining the inferior jurisdic- 
tion, then judgment shall be given against him who applied 
‘for the, prohibition in the court above, and a writ of con- 
sultation ‘shall be awarded; so called, because, upon deli- 
beration and consultation had, the judges find the prohibition 
ta be ill-founded, and therefore by this writ they return the 
gause to it’s original jurisdictioh, to be there determined, in 
the inferior court. And even, in ordinary cases, the writ 
of prohibition is not absolutely final and conclusive, For 
though the ground be a proper one in point of Jaw, for 
granting the prohibition, yet if the fact that gave rise to it 
be afterwards falsified, the cause shall be remanded to the 
prior jurisdiction. If, for instance, a custom be pleaded in 
the spiritual court; a pfohibition ought to go, because that 
court has no authority to try it: but, if the fact of such a 
custom be brought to a competent trial, and be there found 
false, a writ of consultation will’ be granted, For this pur- 
pose the party prohibited may appear to the prohibition, 
and take a declaration, (which must always pursue the 
suggestion,) and so plead to issue upon it; denying the 

_ gentempt, and traversing. the custom upon which the pro- 
hibition was grounded: and, if that issue be found for the 
“defendant, he shall then have a writ of consultation. The writ 
af pensuitation may also be, and 1s frequently, granted by the 
coutt without sny action brought; when, after a prohibition 
issued, upon more mature consideration the court are of 
opinion that the matter, suggested is not.a good and sufficient 

- round to stop the procegclings ae Thus careful has 
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the law been, in compelling apie 
and speedy justice; in _ preventing them Son. rans reese 
their due bounds: ‘and in allowing them the me sve 
cognizance of such causes as by right, founded on the usage 
of the kingdom or act of parliament, do properly belong as 


their jurisdiction. 
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CHAPTER THE EIGHTH. 


or WRONGS, anp THEIR REMEDIES, 
RESPECTING THE RIGHTS or PERSONS. 


fly -former chapters of this part of our commentaries 

having been employed in describing the several methods 
of redressing private wrongs, either by the mere act of the 
parties, or'the mere operation of law; and in treating of the 
nature and several species of courts; together with the cog- 
nizance of wrongs or injuries by private or special tribunals, 
and the public ecclesiastical, military, and maritime jurisdic- 
tions of this kingdom ; I come now to consider at large, and 
in a more particular manner, the respective remedies in the 
public and general courts of common law, for injuries or 
private wrongs of any denomination whatsoever, not exclu- 
sively appropriated to any of the former tribunals. And 
herein I shall, first, define the several injuries cognizable 
by the courts of common law, with the respective remedies 
applicable to each particular injury: and shall, secondly, 
describe the method of pursuing and obtaining these reme- 
dies in the several courts. 


First then, as to the several injuries cognizable by the 

courts of common law, with the respective remedies applica- 

bie to each particular injury. And, in treating of these, I 

shall at present confine myself to such wrongs as may be 
committed in the mutual intercourse between subject and 
subject ; which the king, as the fountain of justice, is officially 

bound to redress in the ordigary forms of law : reserving such 

{ 116 ] injuries or encroachments, aS may,occur between the crown 
and the subject,.to be distinctly corisidered hereafter, as the 
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remedy in such cases is generally of a peculiar and eccentrical 
nature. t 


a 
ce 
5 ~ 
, $ t 


Now, since all wrong may be considered as merely a priva- 
tion of right, the plain natural remedy for every species of 
wrong is the being put in possession of that right, whereof 
the party injured is deprived. This may either be effected by 
a specific delivery or restoration of the subject-matter in dis- 
pute to the legal owner; as when lands or personal chattels 
are unjustly withheld or mvaded: or where that is not a 
possible, or at least not an adequate remedy, by making the 
sufferer a pecuniary satisfaction in damages; as in case of as- 
sault, breach of contract, &c.: to which damages the party 
injured has acquired an incomplete or inchoate right, the in- 
stant he receives the injury *; though such right be not fully 
ascertained till they are assessed by the intervention of the law. 
The instruments whereby this remedy is obtained (which are 
sometimes considered in the light of the remedy itself) aré a 
Civersily of suits and actions, which are defined by the mir- 
ror» to be “ the lawful demand of one’s nght:” or, as Biacton 
and Fleta express it, in the words of Justinian‘, jus Bee 
quendt in gudicro quod alicur debetur. 


Tue Romans introduced, pretty early, set forms for actions 
and suits in their law, after the example of the Greeks; and 
made it arule, that each injury should be redressed by it’s 
proper remedy only. “ Actzones, say the pandects, compositae 
** sunt, quibus inter se homines disceptarent. quas actrones, ne 
“© populus prout vellet institueret, certas solennesque esse vo- 
“© luerunt*.’” The forms of these actions were originally 
preserved in the books of the pontifical college, as choice and 
inestimable secrets ; till one Cneius Flavius, the secretary of 
Appius Claudius, stole a copy and published them to the 
people*. The concealment was ridiculous: but the estab- 
lishment of some standard was undoubtedly necessary, to fix 
the true state of a question of right; lest in e long and arbi- 
trary process it might be shifted continually, and be at length. 


* See book IL ch. 29. p 8 RR 66, 
be 2 §1 © Cc. pro Murase, $11. de arat. 
© Inst. 4. 6. pr. Wl. c 41. 
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pa Jouger discernible. Or, aq Cieero expresses it‘, “+ sunt 
* gira, sunt formulae, de omnibus rebus constitutae, ne quis aut 
# in genere injuriae, aut ratione actionts, errare possit. Ex- 
% pressae enim sunt ex untuscususque damno, dolore, incommodo, 
© calamitate, injuria publicae a praetore formulae, ad quas 
s‘ privata lis accommodatur.” And in the same manner our 
Bracton, speaking of the original writs upon which all our 
actions are founded, declares them to be fixed and immutable, 
unleya by authority of parliament ®. And all the modern 
legislators of Europe have found it expedient, from the same 
reasons, to fall into the same or a similar method. With us 
in England the several suits, or remedial instruments of jus- 
tice, are, from the subject of them, distinguished into three 
kinds; actions personal, real, and mized. 


actions are such whereby a man claims a debt, 
or personal duty, or damages in leu thereof: and, likewise, 
whereby a man claims a satisfaction in damages for some 
injury done to his person or property. The former are said 
to be founded on contracts, the latter upon forts or wrongs : 
and they are the same which the civil law calls “ actiones an 
* personam, quae adversus eum intenduntur, qui ex contractu vel 
** delicto obligatus est aliquid dare vel concedere*.’ Of the 
former nature are all actions upon debt or promises; of the 


latter, all actions for trespasses, nusances, assaults, defamatory 
words, and the like. 


Reav actions, (or, as they are called in the murror', feodal 
actions,) which concern real property only, are such whereby 
the plaintiff, here called the demandant, claims title to have 
any lands or tenements, rents, commons, or other heredita- 
ments, in fee-simple, fee-tail, or for term of hfe. By these 
actions formerly all disputes concerning real estates were 
decided; but they are now pretty generally laid aside in 
practice, upon-account of the great nicety required in their 


Qu. Roser. § 8. absegue consensu et voluntate corum. 


"© Sunt guaedam brena formata stiper de exceptronrbus. c.17. § 2.) 


certes casbus de cursu, ef de communi h inst. 4.6.15. 
consilio totus regni approdata et concessa, +. 2 
quidem nullaientss mutary poterint 
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management, and the inconvenient length of their process; 
a much more expeditious method of trying titles being simce 
introduced, by other actions personal and mixed. 


® 


MIXED actigps are suits partaking of the nature of 
other two, wherein some real property is demanded, 
also personal damages for a wrong sustained. As for in- 
stance, an action of waste: which is brought by him who 
hath the mheritance, in remainder or reversion, againg be 
tenant for life. who hath committed waste therein, to reet 






pcover 
not only the land wasted, which would make it merely a 
zeal action; but also treble damages, in pursuance of the 
statute of Gloucester *, which is a personal recompence ; 
and so both, being joined together, denominate it a mired 
action. 


Unpenr these three heads may every species of remedy by 
suit or action in the courts of common law be comprized. 
But in order effectually to apply the remedy, it is first neces- 
sary to ascertain the complaint. I proceed therefore now to 
enumerate the several kinds, and to inquire into the respec~ 
tive natures of all private wrongs, or civil injuries, which 
may be offered to the rights of either a man’s person or his 
property; recounting at the same time the respective reme- 
dies, which are furnished by the law for every infraction of 
right. But I must first beg leave to premise, that all civil 
injuries are of two kinds, the one wrthout force or violence, 
as slander or breach of contract; the other coupled wth force 
and violence, as batteries or false imprisonment’, Which 


latter species savour something of the criminal kind, being ° 


always attended with some violation of the peace; for which 
in strictness of law a fine ought to be paid to the king, as 
well as a private satisfaction to the party injured ™. ™, And this 
distinction of private wrongs, into injuries with and with 
out force, we shall figd,to run through all the vanety of 
which we are now to trest, In considering of which, I shetl 






f 119°j 


follow the same method that was pursued with regard to: 


the distribution of rights: for as these are nothing else but 
an infringement or breach of those rights, which we have 
k 6Edw I. ¢.5, m Finch, L198, 
1 Finch, L.184, 
K 4 
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before. laid down .and explained, it will follow that this 
negative system, af wrongs, must correspond and tally with the 
former positive system, of rights. As therefore we divided ” 
all rights into those of persons, and those of thongs, so we 
“must make the same general distribution of injuries into such 
as affect the rights of persons, and such as affect the rights of 


property. 





rights of persons, we may remember, were distri- 

buted’ into absolute and relative absolute, which were such as 

appertained and belonged to private men, considered merely 
as individuals, or single persons; and relative, which were 
incident to them as members of society, and connected with 
each other by various ties and relations. And the absolute 
rights of each individual were defined to be the nght of per- 

. sonal security, the right of personal liberty, and the mght of 
private property, so that the wrongs or injuries affecting them 
must consequently be of a correspondent nature. 


1, As to injuries which affect the personal security of indi- 
viduals, they are either injuries against their lives, their limbs, 
their bodies, their health, or their reputations, 


1. Wiru regard to the first subdivision, or injuries affect- 
ing the life of man, they do not fall under our present contem- 
plation ; being one of the most atrocious species of crimes, 
the subject of the next book of our commentaries. 


y 


[ 120 ] 2, 3. THE two next species of injuries affecting the limbs 
or bodies of individuals, I shall consider in one and the same 
view. And these may be committed, 1. By threats and me- 
naces of bodily hurt, through fear of which a man’s busi- 
ness is interrupted. A menace alone, without a consequent 


inconvenience, makes not the injygg@ but to complete the 


wrong, there must be both of thenftopether °. The remedy 
for this is in pecuniary damages, to be recovered by action of 


trespass vi et armis®; this being an inchoate, though not an 







" See book I ch.1 P Regist. 104.2748. 11. 7 Edw. IV. 
° Finch, L 202, 24, 
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absolute violence. (1) 2. By assault ; which is an attempt or 
offer to beat another, without touching him: as if one lifts 
up his cane, or his fist, in a threatening manner at another ; 
or strikes at him, but misses him; this is an assault, znsudtus, 
which Finch 4 describes to be “ an unlawful setting upon one’s 
“ person.” (2) This also is an inchoate violence, amounting 
considerably higher than bare threats; and therefore, though 
no actual suffering is proved, yet the party injured may have 
redress by action of trespass vz e¢ armis, whereit: he shall re- 
cover damages as a compensation for the injury. 3. By dat- 
tery, which 13 the unlawful beating of another. The least 
touching of another’s person wilfully, or in anger, is a bat- 
tery; for the law cannot draw the line between different 


degrees of violence, and therefore totally prohibits the first and * 


lowest stage of it; every man’s person being sacred, and no 
other having a right to meddle with it, in any the slightest 
manner. And therefore upon a similar principle the Corne- 
lian law de znjurizs prohibited pulsation as well as verberation; 
distinguishing verberation, which was accompanied with pain, 
from pulsation, which was attended with none’. But battery 
is, in some cases, justifiable or lawful ; as where one who hath 
authority, a parent, or master, gives moderate correction to 
his child, his scholar, or his apprentice. So also on the prin- 
ciple of self-defence: for if one strikes me first, or even only 
assaults me, I may strike in my own defence ; and, if sued for 
it, may plead son assault demesne, or that it was the plaintff’s 
own original assault that occasioned it. So likewise in 
defence of my goods or possession, if a man endeavours to 
deprive me of them, I may justify laying hands upon him to 


“ Finch L.202, "Ff 47 10.5 * 


(1) If the menace be not actionable alone, but only in conjunction with 
the injurious consequence, it seems contrary to principle that the remedy 
should be by trespass vz ef armis, and not by trespass on the case. On 
examination, none of the authorities cited for the position satisfactorily 
bear it out; and in the same book of E.IV 21. one of the same judges 
(Choke) says, s2 home fait a moy manace en ma person, come d’emprioner, 
ou de maimer, yeo avera action sur mon case 

(2) To constitute an assault there must be the intention to use actual 
violence, coupled with the present ability; the party aumed at must be 
within reach of the fist, or the weapon, lifted or levelled against him. See 
Selw. Ni Pn. 1 27. 6th edit. 
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prevent him; and in case he persists with violence, I may 
proceed to beat him away*. Thus, too, in the exercise of an 
office, as that of churchwarden or beadle, a man may lay 
hands upon another to turn him out of church, and prevent 
his disturbing the congregation‘. And, if sued for this or 
the like battery, he may set forth the whole case, and plead 
that he laid hands upon him gently, molliter manus 1mposuitt, 
for this-purpose. On account of these causes of justification, 
battery is defined to be the unlawful beating of another; for 
which the remedy is, as for assault, by action of trespass vz et 
armis: wherein the jury will give adequate damages. 4. By 
wounding , which consists in giving another some dangerous 
hurt, and is only an aggravated species of battery. 5. By 
mayhem ; which is an injury still more atrocious, and consists 
in violently depriving another of the use of a member proper 
for his defence in fight. This 1s a battery, attended with 
this aggravating circumstance, that thereby the party injured 
is for ever disabled from making so good a defence against 
future external injuries, as he otherwise might have done. 
Among these defensive members are reckoned not only arms 
and legs, but a finger, an eye, and a foretooth*, and also 
some otheis’. But the loss of one of the jaw-teeth, the ear, 
or the nose, 1s no mayhem at common law; as they can be 
of no use in fighting. The same remedial action of trespass 
vt et armis lies also to recover damages for this injury, an 
injury which (when wilful) no motive can justify, but neces- 
sary self-preservation. (3) If the ear be cut off, treble damages 


® 1 Finch L 203. "Finch, L. 204 
ti Sid 301. 1 Hawk. P.C c 55. 





(3) This 1s expressed with great correctness and caution; it 1s not 1n- 
tended to convey the notion that no mayhem can be justified under the 
plea of son assault demesne, except where that assault threatened the life 
of the party, but that no mayhem can be justified except under such cir- 
cumstances, if it was wilful and deliberate In the case of Cockroft v. Snuath, 
stated in 1 Lord Ray. 177., and reported m Salkeld, 642., and 11 Mod. 43., 
the plaintiff had either tilted up the form ‘on’which defendant was sitting, 
or run his finger towards his eye, and the defendant immediately bit off 
his finger; son assault demesne was held to be a good plea; and Lord Holt 
there laid down the principle thus: “If &. strike B. and B. strike again, 
gnd they close unmediately and in the scuffle B. maihems A., that 18 son 
assault; bat 1f upon a little blow given by A. to B., B. gives him a blow 

: that 
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are given by statute 87 Hen. VIII. c, 6. (4) though this is not 
mayhem at common law. And here I must observe, that for 
these four last injuries, assault, battery, wounding, and may- 
hem, an indictment may be brought as well as an action ; 
and frequently both are accordingly prosecuted; the one at 
the suit of the crown for the crime against the public; the 
other at the suit of the party injured, to make him a repa- 
ration in damages. 


4. InzsuRiEs, affecting a man’s health, are where by any 
unwholesome practices of another a man sustains any appar- 
ent damage in his vigour or constitution. As by selling him 
bad provisions, or wine; by the exercise of a noisome trade, 
which infects the air in his neighbourhood*; or by the neg-~ 
lect or unskilful management of his physician, surgeon, or 
apothecary. For it hath been solemnly resolved’, that mala 
praxis is a great misdemesnor and offence at common law, 
whether it be for curiosity and experiment, or by neglect; 
because it breaks the trust which the party had placed in his 
physician, and tends to the patient’s destruction. Thus also, 
in the civil law’, neglect or want of skill in physicians 
or surgeons, “ culpae adnumerantur, veluit st medicus cura- 
“< tronem dereliquerit, male quempram secuerit, aut perperam 
“© ex medicamentum dedertt.” ‘These are wrongs or injuries 


C 


unaccompanied by force, for which there 1s a remedy in | 


damages “by a special action of érespass upon the case. 
This action of trespass, or transgression, on the case, 1s an 
universal remedy, given for all personal wrongs and injuries 
without force; so called because the plaintiff’s whole case 
or cause of complaint is set forth at length in the original 
writ*, For although in general there are methods pre- 


Ww 1 Roll. Abr 90. * For example ‘‘ Rer vicecomiti 

*9 Rep. 58 Hutt 135. “lutem, St A. feceret te securum de cla- 
Y Lord Raym. 214. “more suo prosequendo, tunc pone par 
4 Inst 4.386 & 7. “ vadium et salpos plegios B. quod sit co~ 


that mathems him, that 1s not son assault demesne ;” to this Powell J. 
agreed It seems that the party must always intend to act in self-defence, 
which intention 18 to be collected from the circumstances, in the blow 
which he gives to the plaintiff. 

(4) And also a forfeiture of 102 to the king. 
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seribed, and forms of actions previously settled, for re- 
dressing those -wrongs, which most usually occur, and in 
which the very act itself is immediately prejudicial or in- 
jurious to the plaintiff’s person or property, as battery, non- 
payment of debts, detaining one’s goods, or the like; yet 
where any special consequential damage arises, which could 
[{. 128 ] not be foreseen and provided for in the ordimary course of 
justice, the party injured is allowed, both by common law 
and the statute of Westm.2. c.24. to bring a special action 
on his own case, by a writ formed according to the peculiar 
circumstances of his own particular grievance’, For where- 
ever the common law gives a right or prohibits an injury, it 
also gives a remedy by action®; and therefore, wherever a 
new injury is done, a new method of remedy must be pur- 
sued*, And it isa settled distinction’, that where an act is 
done which 1s 1m itself an zmmedzate injury to another’s person 
or property, there the remedy 1s usually by an action of tres- 
pass vz et armzs, but where there 1s no act done, but only a 
culpable omission; or where the act 1s not immediately in- 
jurious, but only by consequence and collaterally ; there no 
action of trespass vw ef asmis will lie, but an action on the 
special case, for the damages consequent on such omission 


or act. (5) 

“ram justirarus nostris apud Westmo- “ad damnum wsus A vigint hbra- 
*€ masterum in octabis sancts Michaels, “rum, ut dict Et ha tbe nomina 
‘* ostensurus quare cum idem B.ad dex “ plegurum et hoc breve Teste menpso 
** trum oculum tpsius A casualiter lae~ “ apud Westmonasterum, &c” ( Re- 
~ sum bene et competenter curandum gustr Brev 105 ) 

“apud S. pro guadam pecuniae summa b See pag 52 

““ prae manus soluta assumpsisset, idem ©1 Salk 20 6 Mod 54 

“ R curam suam circa oculum praedic-  * Cro Jac 478 


“lum tam neglgenter et improvdé ap- © 11 Mod. 180 Lord Raym 1402. 
“< posut quod wdem A m defectu ysius Stra. 635, 
“ B. msum ocul: praedictz totalter amisu, 





(5) See the author’s celebrated judgment im the case of Scott v. Shepherd, 
2 Bl. Rep. 892., the principle of which has been since repeatedly recogmsed 
No distinction arises from the lawfulness, or unlawfulness of the act, if 
one turning round suddenly were to knock another down, whom he did 
not see, without intending it, no doubt, sad Mr J. Lawrence, the action 
must be trespass w et armis. Neither will it vary the case, that besides 
the immediate injury, there 1s an ulterior consequential jury; for 1t 1s the 
former on which the action is supported, the latter is merely in aggravation 
of the damages. Leame v. Bray, 3 East’s R. 593 
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5. Lastiy; injuries affecting a man’s reputation or good 
name are, first, by malicious, scandalous, and slanderous 
words, tending to his damage and derogation. As if a man 
maliciously and falsely utter any slander or false tale of an- 
other; which may either endanger him in law, by impeach- 
ing him of some hemous crime, as to say that a man hath 
poisoned another, or 1s perjured'; or which may exclude him 
from society, as to charge him with having an infectious dis- 
ease ; or which may impair or hurt his trade or livelihood, as 
to call a tradesman a bankrupt, a physician a quack, or a law- 
yer a knave®. Words spoken in derogation ofa peer, a 
judge, or other great officer of the realm, which are called 
scandalum magnatum, are held to be still more heinous": and 
though they be such as would not be actionable in the case of 
a common person, yet when spoken in -disgrace of such high 
and respectable characters, they amount to an atrocious in- 
jury; which is redressed by an action on the case founded on 
many antient statutes'; as well on behalf of the crown, to 
inflict the punishment of imprisonment on the slanderer, as on 
behalf of the party, to recover damages for the injury sus- 
tained. Words also tending to scandalize a magistrate, or 
person in a public trust, are reputed more highly injurious 
than when spoken of a private man*. It 1s said, that for- 
merly no actions were brought for words, unless the slander 
was such as (if true) would endanger the life of the object of 
it!, But too great encouragement being given by this lenity 
to false and malicious slanderers, 1t 15 now held that for 
scandalous words of the several species before-mentioned, 
(that may endanger a man by subjecting him to the penalties 
of the law, may exclude him from society, may impair his 
trade, or may affect a peer of the realm, a magistrate or one 
in public trust,) an action on the case may be had, without 
proving any particular damage to have happened, but merely 
upon the probability that it mght happen. But with regard 
to words that do not thus apparently, and upon the face of 
them, mport such defamation as will of course be injurious, 
it is necessary that the plaintiff should aver some particular 


~ € Finch, L. 185 ‘ Westm 1 3Ed.I. c.34. 2Ric Il. 
& Ibd 186. c5 12RicII c11 
> 1 Ventr 60 k Lord Raym.1369, 


19Vent. 28. 
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damage to have happened; which is called laying his action 
with a per quod, As if I say that such a clergyman is a bas~ 
tard, he cannot for this bring any action against me, unless 
he can shew some special loss by it; in which case he may 
bring his action against me, for saying he was a bastard, per 
quod he lost the presentation to such a living™. In like man- 
ner to slander another man’s title, by spreading such injurious 
reports, as, if true, would deprive him of his estate, (as to 
call the issue in tail, or one who hath land by descent, a bas- 
tard,) is actionable, provided any special damage accrues to 
the proprietor thereby ; as if he loses an opportunity of selling 
the land". (6) But mere scurrility, or opprobrious words, 
which neither in themselves import, nor are in fact attended 
with, any injurious effects, will not support an action. So 
scandals, which concern matters merely spiritual, as to call a 
man heretic or adulterer, are cognizable only in the ecclesi- 
astical court®; unless any temporal damage ensues, which 
may be a foundation for a per quod. Words of heat and 
passion, as to call a man rogue and rascal, if productive of no 
ill consequence, and not of any of the dangerous species be- 
fore-mentioned, are not actionable; neither are words spoken 
in a friendly manner, as by way of advice, admonition, or 
concern, without any tincture or circumstance of ill-will: 
for, in both these cases, they are not madlzcrously spoken, 
which is part of the defimtion of slander’. Neither (as was 
formerly hinted‘) are any reflecting words made use of in 
legal proceedings, and pertinent to the cause in hand, a suf- 
ficient cause of action for slander’. Also if the defendant be 
able to justify, and prove the words to be true, no action will 


™4Rep 17. 1 Lev. 248 P Finch L 186, 1 Lev. 82 Cro, 
"Cro Jac. 213 Cro Eliz. 197 Jac, 91 

4 Rep. 18. 9 Pag 29 
° Noy 64. 1 Freem 277. ' Dyer, 285 Cro Jac 90. 





(6) This should be stated with this qualification, that the slander which 
affects the title 1s not a clam of mght m the party himself who spreads 
the report, for no action will lie where the slanderer prevents the sale of the 
land by asserting a claim in himself, even though the claim be unfounded. 
If, however, the claim be knowingly bottomed in fraud, as upon an in- 
strument which the claimant knows to be forged, and the knowledge 1s 
averred in the declaration, and proved on the tnal, the action is maintain- 
able. Gerard v. Dicheneon, 4 Rep. 18. 
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lie*, even though special damage hath ensued; for then it is 
no slander or false tale. As if I can prove the tradesman a 
bankrupt, the physician a quack, the lawyer a knave, and 
the divine a heretic, this will destroy their respective actions : 
for though there may be damage sufficient accruing from it, 
yet, ifthe fact be true, it is damnum absque injuria; and where 
there is no injury, the law gives no remedy. And this is 
agreeable to the reasoning of the civil law‘: “eum qu: no- 
*° centem infamat, non est aequum et bonum ob eam rem con- 


“ demnart ; delicta enim nocentium nota esse oportet et ex 
“* pedit.” (7) 


A sEconD way of affecting a man’s reputation is by 
printed or written libels, pictures, signs, and the like; which 
set him in an odious or ridiculous" light, and thereby dimi- 
nish his reputation. With regard to libels in general, there 
are, as in many other cases, two remedies; one by indict- 
ment and another by action. The former for the public 


* 4 Rep.13 “2 Show. 314. 11 Mod 99 
t Ff 47 10 18 


(7) In the Earl of Northampton’s case, 12 Rep 134, 1t 1s said to have 
been resolved that if I S publish that he hath heard I.N. say that I G. 
was a traitor or thief, in an action on the case, if the truth be such (2. e 
that he did hear I N say so), he may justify This resolution was recently 
brought under the consideration of the court of K B. by an unsuccessful 
attempt to extend the doctrine to the case of written slander o1 libel. 
In the course of that consideration, Mr. J. Holroyd, after observing that 
the 12th part of the Reports 1s not so accurate as the rest, having been 
published after Lord Coke’s death from his notes only, said that this re- 
solution must be taken with some qualification, for in a preceding reso- 
lution m the same case, instances are put in which it 1s held to be unlawful 
to repeat slander with the addition of the author’s name. That it should 
be understood that the repetition was “ on a fair and justifiable occasion ” 
Indeed without this qualification, he continued, the rule would be pro- 
ductive of mischief, for the person slandered could then bring no action 
against the malicious repeater, and perhaps, 1f he prosecuted the author, 
he might have no other testimony but that of the very person who had 
so maliciously repeated it Mr.J Bayley observed also, that though the 
name of the author was given, that would not secure the repeater, if the 
name did not sufficiently identify him; in such a case it would be neces+ 
sary to give an additional description ; the imjured party was not to be 
put to the expence and trouble of ascertaming by inquiry, who the 
ginal slanderer was Lewis v. Walter, 4B. & A. 612. 615. 


[ 196 ] 


125, PRIVATE Book Ill. 


Gffence; for every libel has a tendency to the bredch of the 
peace, by provoking the person libelled to break it: which 
offence is the same (in point of law) whether the matter con- 
tained be true or false; and therefore the defendant, on an 
indictment for publishing a hbel, is not allowed to allege the 
truth of it by way of justification”. But in the remedy by 
action on the case, which is to repair the party m damages for 
the injury done him, the defendant may, as for words spoken, 
justify the truth of the facts, and shew that the plaintiff has 
received no injury at all.* What was said with regard to 
words spoken, will also hold in every particular with regard 
to libels by writing or printing, and the civil actions conse- 
quent thereupon: (8) but as to signs or pictures, it seems 
necessary always to shew, by proper zznuendos and averments 
of the defendant’s meaning, the import and application of 
the scandal, and that some special damage has followed ; (9) 
otherwise it cannot appear, that such libel by picture was 
understood to be levelled at the plaintiff, or that it was 
attended with any actionable consequences. 


A THIRD way of destroying o1 injmiing a man’s reputation 
is by preferring malicious indictments or prosecutions against 


“ 5 Rep 125 * Hob 253 11 Mod 99 


(8) It 1s now determined that there 1s a distinction between oral and 
written slander, and that many things ate actionable when written, which 
are not so when merely spoken In the case of Thorley v Lord Kerry, 
4 Taunt. 335. 366, thesubject was brought under the consideration of 
the Exchequer Chamber on error from the K, B, and Sir J Mansfield, in 
delivering the judgment, stated that he was not satisfied with the reasons 
on which the distinction was grounded, but that the court bowed to the 
authority of Lord Hale, Lord Holt, and Lord Hardwicke, who had es- 
tablished or recognised it. It will be enough now to render written words 
actionable, that they tend to render the object of them ridiculous, or to 
lower him in the world’s esteem; and it 18 conceived that signs and 
pictures fall withm the same rule Villars v Monsley, 2Wils R. 405 
Du Bost v. Beresford, 2 Camp. 511. 

(9) To support an action for a hbellous sign or picture, the learned 
judge says, it 1s necessary to shew, that some special dan:age has followed ; 
but I conceive there 1s no ground for this opmion, and that a picture 
intending to make any one ridiculous is equally actionable as if the same 
effect had been produced by any other mode of publication, though no 
; can be provel Christian’s Note 
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him; which, under the mask of justice and public spirit, are 
sometimes made the engines of pmwate -spite and enmity. 
For this however the law has given a very adequate remedy 
in damages, either by an action of conspiracy ¥, which cannot 
be brought but against two at the least; or, which is the more 
usual way, by a special action on the case for a false and’ma- 
licious prosecution’. In order to carry on the former (which 
gives a recompence for the danger to which the party has 
been exposed) it is necessary that the plaintiff should obtain 
a copy of the record of his indictment and acquittal: but, in 
prosecutions for felony, it is usual to deny a copy of the in- 
dictment, where there is any, the least, probable cause to 
found such prosecution upon*. (10) For it would be a very 
great discouragement to the public justice of the kingdom, 
if prosecutors, who had a tolerable ground of suspicion, were 
liable to be sued at law whenever their mdictments miscar- 
ried. But an action on the case for a malicious prosecution 
may be founded. upon an indictment, whereon no acquittal 
can be had; as, if it be rejected by the grand jury, or be 
coram non gudice, or be insufficiently drawn. For it is not 


Y Finch L. 305. @ Carth.421. Lord Raym. 253, 
: F. N. B. 116. 


(10) Whether the remedy pursued be by writ of conspiracy or action 
on the case, a copy of the indictment at least would be equally necessary ; 
and, in cases of felony, the rule is as laid down in the text: but the 
grounds, on which it rests, may be questioned. At the Old Bailey, the 
practice is founded upon an order of five judges, made in16C.2 
and republished in 1739; criminal courts in general have adopted the 
practice from motives, probably, of policy, and it has received the sanctton 
of high authorities. But, on the other hand, there 1s a statute 46 E.3. 
which may be found at large in the preface to the third part of the 
Reports, and also in the trial of Sir R.Grahme and others, 12 Howell’s 
St Tr. 661, which directs, that all records which may be ewdence for 
parties shall be open to their search and exemplification. This 1s the con- 
struction of the statute given in that trial by Pollexfen and Holt, the two 
chief justices. Accordingly in R. v Brangan, 1Leach Cr 27, Ld C.J. 
Willes refused an application for a copy, although the prosecution ap- 
peared to have been brought for purposes of vexation, because he said it 
was not necessary for him to grant it; that by the laws of this realm, every 
prisoner on his acquittal had an undoubted right to a copy of the record 
of such acquittal for any use he might think fit to make of it, and that 
after a demand of it had been made, the proper officer might be punished 
for refusing to make it out. This was at the Old Bailey in 1742, about 
three years after the republication of the order above-mentioned. 
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the danger of the plaintiff, but the scandal, vexation, and 
expense, upon which this action is founded’. However, any 
probable cause for preferring it is sufficient to justify the de- 
fendant. (11) 


II. We are next to consider the violation of the right of 
personal liberty. This is effected by the injury of false im- 
prisonment, for which the law has not only decreed a punish- 
ment, as a heinous public crime, but has also given a private 
yeparation to the party; as well by removing the actual con- 
finement for the present, as, after it is over, by subjecting the 
wrongdoer to a civil action, on account of the damage sustained 
by the loss of time and liberty. 


To constitute the injury of false imprisonment, there are 
two points requisite: 1. The detention of the person: and, 
2. The unlawfulness of such detention. Every confinement 
of the person is an imprisonment, whether it be in a common 
prison, or in a private house, or in the stdcks, or even by 
forcibly detaining one in the public streets®. Unlawful, or 
false, imprisonment consists in such confinement or detention 
without sufficient authority: which authority may arise either 
from some process from the courts of justice, or from some 
warrant from a legal officer having power to commit, under 
his hand and seal, and expressing the cause of such commit- 
ment’; or from some other special cause warranted, for the 
necessity of the thing, either by common law, or act of par- 
liament; such as the arresting of a felon by a ‘private person 
without warrant, the impressing of mariners for the public 
service, or the apprehending of waggoners for misbehaviour 
in the public highways*. False imprisonment also may arise 
by executing a lawful warrant or process at an unlawful time, 


b 10 Mod. 219, 220. Stra.691. 4 2 Inst. 62. 591. 
© 2 Inst. 589. * Stat. 13 Geo IIT. c.78.}60. 








(11) Perhaps the true reason for the distinction between the action of 
conspiracy, and the action on the case for a false and malicious prosecution, 
.is 8 more strictly technical one than that which 1s here assigned. The ac- 
tion of conspiracy is founded on an old writ in the register, the allegations 
of which it follows; and one of those is, that the plaintiff was “ acquitted 
aeeording to the law and custom of the realm.’ This is construed to 
mean such an acquittal as will entitle the party to plead autrefow acquit 

to a second indictment on the same charge. 
But 
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as on a Sunday‘; for the statute hath declared, that such ser- 
vice or process shall be void. (12) This is the injury. ,Let 
us next see the remedy: which is of two sorts; the one re 
moving the injury, the other making satisfaction for it. 


Tue means of removing the actual injury of false imprison- 
ment are fourfold. 1. By writ of mainprize. 2. By writ de 
odio et attra. 3. By writ de homine replegiando. 4. By writ 
of habeas corpus. 


1. THE writ of mainprize, manucaptio, is a writ directed to 
the sheriff (either generally, when any man is imprisoned for 
a bailable offence, and bail hath been refused; or specially, 
when the offence or cause of commitment is not properly bail- 
able below), commanding him to take stireties for the prison- 
er’s appearance, usually called mainpernors, and to set him at 
large ®. Maimpernors differ from, bail, in that a man’s bail may 
imprison or surrender him up before the stipulated day of ap- 
pearance; mainpernors can do neither, but are barely sureties 
for his appearance at the day: bail are only sureties, that the 
party be answerable for the special matter for whieh they stipu- 
late; mainpernors are bound to produce him to answer all 
charges whatsoever *. 


2. The writ de odio et atia was antiently used to be directed 
to the sheriff, commanding him to inquire whether a prisoner 
charged with murder was committed upon just cause of suspi- 
cion, or merely propter od:um et atcam, for hatred and ill-will ; 
and if upon the inquisition due cause of suspicion did not ap- 
pear, then there issued another writ for the sheriff to admit 
him to bail. This writ, according to Bracton.', ought not to be 


f Stat. 29 Car. II. c.7. Salk. 78. » Coke on bail and mainp. ch. $. 
§ Mod 95. 4 Inst. 179 
© FN.B.250. 1 Hal. P.C. 141. 12.3. tr 2. 8 


Coke on bail and mainp. ch. 10. 


But the action on the case 1s moulded according to the particular cir- 
cumstan¢es, and it is enough for the plaintiff to state and prove malice in 
the defendant, want of probable cause, and an injury sustained. See 
Register, 134. Selwyn, Ni. Pri. 2. 1048. 6th edit. 

(12) “ Except in cases of treason, felony, or breach of the peace.” 
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denied to any man, it being expressly ordered to be made out 
gratis, without any denial, by magna carta, ¢.26. and statute 

f 129 } West.2. 13EdwJ,c.29. But- the statute of Gloucester, 
6 Edw.I. c,9. restrained it in the case of killing by misadven- 
ture or self-defence, and the statute 28 Edw. III. c.9. abolished 
it in all cases whatsoever: but as the statute 42 Edw.III. c.1. 
repealed all statutes then in being, contrary to the great char- 
ter, sir Edward Coke is of opinion * that the writ de odzo et atia 
was thereby revived. 


8. Tur writ de homine replegiando' lies to replevy a man 
out of prison, or out of the custody of any private person, (in 
the same manner that chattels taken in distress may be reple- 
vied, of which m the next chapter,) upon giving security to 
the sheriff that the man shall be forthcoming to answer any 
charge against him. And if the person be conveyed out of the 
sheriff’s jurisdiction, the sheriff may return that he 1s eloigned, 
elongatus ; upon which a process issues (called a capzas in 
withernam) to imprison the defendant himself, without bail or 
mainprize ™, till he produces the party. But this writ 1s 
guarded with so many exceptions”, that it is not an effectual 
remedy in numerous instances, especially where the crown is 
concerned. ‘lhe incapacity therefore of these three remedies 
to give complete relief in every case hath almost entirely anti- 
quated them; and hath caused a general recourse to be had, 
in behalf of persons aggrieved by illegal imprisonment, to 


4, THe writ of habeas corpus, the most celebrated writ in 
the English law. Of this there are various kinds made use of 
by the courts at Westminster, for removing prisoners from 
one court into another for the more easy admmistration of 
justice. Snchis the habeas corpus ad respondendum, when a 
man hath a cause of action against one who is confined by 
the process of some inferior court; in order to remove the 
prisoner, and charge him with this new action in the court 


k Q Inst. 43, 55 315. nosirt, vel pro morte hominy, vel pro 
‘i F. N. - JSoresta nostra, vel pro algquo ako retta, 
m 


quare secundum consuetudinem Anglia 
captus est per speciale precep- 
postrum, vel camtalis 
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above®, Such is that ad satzsfactendum, when a prisoner hath 
had judgment against him in an action, and the plaintiff is de- 
sirous to bring him up to some superior court to charge him 
with process of execution’. Such also are those ad prosequen« 
dum, testificandum, deliberandum, &c.; which issue when it is 
necessary to remove a prisoner, in order to prosecute or bear 
testimony in any court, or to be tried in the proper jurisdiction 
wherein the fact was committed. (18) Such is, lastly, the com- 


mon writ ad faczendum et 1ectpiendum, which issues out of any , 


of the courts of Westminster-hall, when a person is sued in 
some inferior jurisdiction, and is desirous to remove the action 
into the superior court; commanding the inferior judges to 
produce the body of the defendant, together with the day and 
cause of his caption and detainer (whence the writ is frequently 
denominated an habeas corpus cum causa) to do and recerve 
whatsoever the king’s court shall consider in that behalf. 
This is a writ grantable of common right, without any motion 
in court‘, and it instantly supersedes all proceedings ‘in the 
court below. But 1n order to prevent the surreptitious discharge 
of prisoners, it is ordered by statute 1&2 P.&M.c.13. that 
no habeas corpus shall issue to remove any prisoner out of any 
gaol, unless signed by some judge of the court out of which it 
is awarded. And to avoid vexatious delays by removal of frivo- 
lous causes, it is enacted by statute 21Jac.I. c.23. that, where 
the judge of an inferior court of record is a barrister of three 
years’ standing, no cause shall be removed from thence by 
habeas corpus or other writ, after issue or demurrer deliberately 
joined: that no cause, if once remanded to the inferior court 


° 2 Mod. 198. P2 Lilly, prac. reg 4 12 Mod 306. 


(13) The kabeas corpus ad testzficandum has been made more effectyal by 
two recent statutes, the 45G.3. c 140, and the 44G 3. ¢c.102. By the 
first, any one of the twelve judges at his discretion, may award the writ for 
the purpose of bringing up a prisoner fiom any gaol in England or Ireland, 
to appear as a witness before any court martial, commissioners of bankrupt, 

.or for auditing public accounts, or other commussioners acting under au- 
thority of any commission or warrant from his Majesty ; (the same statute 
applies also in the same way to the habeas corpus ad delberandum). By 
the second, any one of the judges of either of the three superior courts in 
England and Ireland, or any justice of Oyer and Termuner or gaol delivery, 
being such judge, may award the writ for bringmg up any prisoner as a 
witness before any of the said courts, or any sitting of Nes: Prius, or any 
other court of record in England or Ireland. 
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by writ of procedendo or otherwise, shall ever aiterwards be 

removed; and that no cause shall be removed at all, if 
the debt or damages laid in the declaration do not amount to 
the sum of five pounds. But an expedient’ having been found 
out to elnde the latter branch of the statute, by procuring a 
nominal plaintiff to bring another action for five pounds or up- 
wards, (and then by the course of the court, the habeas corpus 
removed both actions together,) it is therefore enacted by 
statute 12 Geo.I. c.29. that the inferior court may proceed in 
such actions as are under the value of five pounds, notwith- 
standing other actions may be brought against the same de- 
fendant to a greater amount. And by statute 19 Geo.III. c.70. 
no cause, under the value of ten pounds, shali be removed by 
hiabeas corpus, or otherwise, into any superior court, unless the 
defendant so removing the same, shall give special bail for 
payment of the debt and costs. (14) 


But the great and efficacious writ, in all manner of illegal 
confinement, is that of habeas carpus ad suljicrendum ; directed 
to the person detaining another, and commanding him to pro- 
duce the body of the prisoner, with the day and cause of his 
caption and detention, ad faciendum, suljzcrendum, et #ecipren- 
dum, to do, submit ta, and receive whatsoever the judge or 
court awarding such writ shall consider in that behalf*. This 
is a high prerogative writ, and therefore by the common law 
issuing out of the court of king’s bench not only in term-time, 
but also during the vacation‘, by a fiat from the chief justice 

Bolum. ese. legal. 85. edt 1708. —_ referring to the domunical letter of that 

* St. Trials, viii. 142. year, that this gurndena (Nov. 25.) hap- 

‘The pluries habeas corpus directed pened that year on a Saturday. The 
to Berwick in 43Elz, (cited 2 Burr Thursday after was therefore the 30th 


856.) was teste’d die Jos prox’ post of November, two days after the expira- 
gtanden’ Sanct: Martin. It appears by tion of the term. 





(14) The statute of James applies equally if the judge of the inferior 
court has an assessor, a barrister of three years’ standing, but it does not 
apply to any removal after judgment, nor where the issue or demurrer 
have been joined within six weeks after the defendant’s arrest or appear- 
ance, not in any cause concerning freehold, inheritance, or title to lands, 
lease or rent, nor where any foreign plea is pleaded, which the inferior 
court is unable to determine ; nor in any case where the barrister, whether 
judge or assessor, is not actually present at thetrial. Fasrley vy. M‘Connelt, 


The cule as to 102 under the 19 G.3, ¢.70. ts extended to 15. by the 
1 3 ¢ 124, 
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or any other of the judges, and running into all parts of the 
king’s dominions: for thedsing is at all times entitled to have 
an account, why the liberty of any of his subjects is restrained ", 
wherever that restraint may be inflieted. If it issues in vaca- 
tion, it is usually returnable before the judge himself who 
awarded it, and he proceeds by himself thereon’; unless the 
term should intervene, and then it may be retuned in court ”. 
Indeed if the party were privileged in the courts of eommon 
pleas and exchequer, as being (or supposed to be) an officer or 
suitor of the court, an habeas corpus ad subjtctendum might also 
by common law have been awarded from thence*; and, if the 
cause of imprisonment were palpably illegal, they might have 
discharged him’: but, if he were committed for any criminal [ 152 ] 
matter, they could only have remahded him, or taken bail for 
his appearance in the court of king’s bench *, which oecasioned 
the common pleas for some time to discountenance such appli- 
cations. But since the mention of the king’s bench and com- 
mon pleas, as co-ordinate in this jurisdiction, by statute 
16Car.I. ¢.10. it hath been holden, that every subject of the 
kingdom is equally entitled to the benefit of the common law 
writ, in either of those courts, at his option’. It hath also 
been said, and by very respeetable authorities», that the like 
habeas corpus may issue out of the court of chancery in vaca- 
tion; but upon the famous application to lord Nottingham by 
Jenks, notwithstanding the most diligent searches, no prece- 
dent could be found where the chancellor had issued such a 
writ in vacation °, and therefore his lordship refused it. (15) 


"Cro. Jac 543 2 Carter 221. 2 Jon. 13. 

¥ 1 Burr 606 *2 Mod. 198 Wood’s Case. C. B. 

Ww Ibid. 460. 542. 606 Hill. 11 Geo. IIT. 

XQ Inet 55. 4 Inst. 290.°2 Hal. °4 Inst. 182, 2 Hal. P.C. 147 
P.C 144 2 Ventr. 24. © Lord Nott. MSS. Rep. July 1676. 

Y Vaugh. 156. 


(15) In Crowley’s case, af application was made to the court of chancery 
in vacation time, for a habeas corpus at common Jaw, and this passage was 
relied on as an answer to the application. The subject was most accu- 
rately investigated by lord Eldon, and after a full consideration of alJthe 
authorities, he over-ruled the decision in Jenks’s case, and granted the, 
writ. It appears from his investigation, that lord Nottingham refused the 
writ not merely because no precedent could be found for the granting it, 
but upon a great deal of legal reasoning which he has left behind in his 

L 4 MSS. 
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Ly, the king’s bench and common pleas it is necessary to ap- 
ply for it by motion to the court, as in the case of all other 
prerogative writs (certiorarz, prohibition, mandamus, §c.) 
which do not issue as of mere course, .without shewing some 
probable cause why the extraordinary power .of the crown is 
‘called in to the party’s assistance. For, as was argued by 
lord chief justice Vaughan‘, “ it 1s granted on motipn, be- 
“ cape it cannot be had of course ; and there is therefore no 
“ nectisity to grant it; for the court ought to be satisfied that 
‘¢ the party hath a probable cause to be delivered.” And this 
seems the more reasonable, because (when once granted) the 
person to whom it is directed can return no satisfactory excuse 
for not bringing up the body of the prisoner’. So that if it 
issued of mere course, without shewing to the court or judge 
some reasonable ground for awarding it, a traitor or felon 
under sentence of death, a soldier or mariner in the king’s 
service, a wife, a child, a relation, or a domestic, confined for 
insanity, or other prudential reasons, might obtain a tempo- 
rary enlargement by suing out an habeas cfrpus, though sure 
to be remanded as soon as brought up to the court. And 
therefore sir Edward Coke, when chief justice, did not scru- 
ple in 13 Jac.I. to deny a habeas corpus to one confined by 
the court of admiralty for piracy; there appearing, upon his 


42 Mod 306. 1 Lev 1 f Cro. Jac. 543. r 
© Bushel’s case. 2 Jon 13 


MSS _ It appears also questionable, from the same investigation, whether 
the account of Jenks’s final discharge given at p 135. 1s strictly correct. 
The general result of the argument would lead one to infer, ist, that at 
common law the court of chancery had the power of issuing the wnt both 
in term time and vacation, though in practice the king’s bench was more 
corhmonly applied to in term time, because the chancery, having no cri- 
minal jurisdiction, had a difficulty in proceeding where the return was 
good, but it appeared that the prisoner stood charged with a bailable of- 
fence. 2dly, That the court of king’s bench gertamly had the power in 
term time, but mot so certainly the individual judges of that court in 
vacation. 3dly, That 1t was more doubtful whether the court of common 
pleas, or the individual judges, had the power in term, or vacation, except 
in the case of privileged persons; and that the inference drawn from the 

ep aston in the statute 16 C.1. c.10. is rather attributable to a desire to 
favour the liberty of the subject, than to be supported in sound reasoning. 
The whole case is exceedingly interesting and valuable. Crowley’s case, 
2 Swanst. R. 1. 
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own shewing, sufficient grounds to confine him*®. On the 
other hand, if a probable ground be shewn, that the party is 
imprisoned without just cause", and therefore hath a right 
to be delivered, the writ of habeas corpus is then a writ of 
right, which “‘ may not be denied, but ought to be granted to 
‘‘ every man that 1s committed, or detained in prison, or 
‘¢ otherwise restrained, though it be by the conmmand of the 
‘* king, the privy council, or any other'.” (16) 


In a former part of these commentaries* we expatiated at 
large on the personal liberty of the subject. This was shewn 
to be a natural inherent right, which could not be surrendered 
or forfeited unless by the commission of some great and atro- 
cious crime, and which ought not to be abridged in any case 
without the special permission of law. A doctrine coeval 
with the first rudiments of the English constitution, and 
handed down to us from our Saxon ancestors, notwithstand- 
ing all their struggles with the Danes, and the violence of the 
Norman conquest: asserted afterwards and confirmed by the 
conqueror himself and his descendants: and though some- 
times a little impaired by the ferocity of the times, and the 
occasional despotism of” jealous or usurping princes, yet esta- 
lished on the firmest basis by the provisions of magna carta, 


®S Bulstr 27 See also 2 Roll. ’Com Journ, 1 Apr, 1628. 
Rep 138. * Book I chap. 1. 
h 2 Inst 615. 


(16) In the case of Mr Hobhouse, a habeas corpus at common law was 
moved for, and 1t was contended that the court had no discretion as to 
the granting or refusing it. It was granted; but after the prisoner had 
been brought up and remanded, the court said it was quite clear that the 
writ though of right, was not of course, that if upon the party’s own 
application it appealed that when brought up, he could only be remanded, 
1t could not be necessary to grant the writ, and that accordingly it had 
been refused in the case of the King v. Schtever, 2 Burr.765 ,, and in that 
of the Spanish sailors, 2 Sir'W. Black. 1324. where it appeared by the 
affidavits of the applicants, that they were prisoners of war, or alien ene- 
mies The court doubted much, whether even under the 51C.2 c®. 
the habeas corpus was a writ of course; for by that statute the party, ap- 
plying must lay before the judge a copy of the warrant, or an affidavit of 
the refusal of it; if the copy 1s refused indeed, the judge is boundt6 pre- 
sume every thing against :ts legality ; but 1f the copy 1s produced, he must 
exercise some discretion upon it, to see that it m not within any of the 
exceptions of the statute. 3 B.&A. 420. 
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and a long succession of statutes enacted under Edward ILI. 
To assert an absolute exemption from imprisonment in all 
cases, is inconsistent with every idea of law and political so- 
ciety; and in the end would destroy all civil liberty, by ren- 
dering its protection impossible: but the glory of the English 
law consists in clearly defining the times, the causes, and the 
extent, when, wherefore, and to what degree the imprison- 
ment of the subject may be Jawful. This it is, which induces 
the absolute necessity of expressing upon every commitment 
the reason for which it is made: that the court upon an habeas 
corpus may examine into its validity; and according to the 
circumstances of, the case may discharge, admit to bail, or 
remand the prisoner. 


AND yet, early in the reign of Charles I. the court of king’s 
bench, relying on some arbitrary precedents (and those per- 
haps misunderstood) determined! that they could not upon an 
habeas corpus either bail or deliver a prisoner, though com- 
mitted without any cause assigned, in case he was committed 
by the special command of the king, or by the lords of the 
privy council. This drew on a parliamenty inquiry, and 
produced the petition of right, 3 Car.I. which recites this ille- 
gal judgment, and enacts that no freeman hereafter shall be 
so imprisoned or detained. But when, 1n the following year, 
Mr. Selden and others were committed by the lords of the 
council, in pursuance of his majesty’s special command, under 
a general charge of “ notable contempts and stirring up sedi- 
“* tion against the king and government,” the judges delayed 
for two terms (including also the long vacation) to deliver an 
opinion how far such a charge was bailable. And when at 
length they agreed that it was, they however annexed a con- 
dition of finding sureties for the good behaviour, which still 
protracted their imprisonment, the chief justice, sir Nicholas 
Hyde, at the same time declaring™, that “ if they were re- 
‘© manded for that cause, perhaps the court would not after- 
‘‘ wards grant a habeas corpus, being already made acquainted 
« with the cause of the imprisonment.” But this was heard 
with indignation and astonishment by every lawyer present ; 


" according to Mr. Selden’s own" account of the matter, whose 


1 State Tr. vii. 136. a¢ Kham judicum tunc prmariwus, 
™ Tod. 240. ‘ni Wlud faceremus, rescripts Uhus fo- 
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resentinent was not cooled at the distance of four-and-twenty 
years. 


THeEsE pitiful evasions gave rise to the statute 16 Car.I. 
c.10, §8. whereby it is enacted, that if any person be com- 
mitted hy the king himself in person, or by his privy council, 
or by any of the members thereof, "he shall have granted unto 
him, without any delay upon any pretence whatsoever, a writ 
of habeas corpus, upon demand or motion made to the court 
of king’s bench or common pleas , who shall thereupon, within 
three court days after the return is made, examine and deter- 
mine the legality of such commitment, and do what to justice 
shall appertain, in delivering, bailing, or remanding such pri- 
soner. Yet still in the case of Jenks, before alluded to°, who 
in 1676 was committed by the king in council for a turbulent 
speech at Guildhall”, new shifts and devices were made use of 
to prevent his enlargement by law, the chief justice (as well as 
the chancellor) declining to award a writ of habeas corpus ad 
subcrendum in vacation, though at last he thought proper 
to award the usual writs ad del:berandum, §c whereby the pri- 
soner was discharged at the Old Bailey. Other abuses had 
also crept into daily practice, which had in some measure 
defeated the benefit of this great constitutional remedy. The 
party imprisoning was at liberty to delay his obedience to the 
first writ, and might wait till a second and a third, called an 
alas and a pluries, were issued, before he produced the party ; 
and many other vexatious shifts were practised to detain state- 
prisoners in custody. But whoever will attentively consider 
the English history, may observe, that the flagrant abuse of 
any power, by the crown or its ministers, has always been 
productive of a struggle; which either discovers the exercise 
of that power to be contrary to law, or (if legal) restrains it 
for the future. This was the case in the present instance. 
The oppression of an obscure individual gave birth to the 
famous habeas corpus act, 31Car.IL. c.2. which is frequently 


gu: libertats personals omni- “ sissumum juris prodiguum, 
mode vinden leguimus est fere solus, “ hic unwerms censium.” ( Pindic, Mar, 
* xsum omnimodum palam pronuntiant “ claus. c. 8. edu. A.D. 1658.) 
** (sus semper simults) nobis perpetuo nm —-°:~Pag. 132, 
& mosterum denegandum. Quod, ut odio- —® State Tr. vii. 471, 
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considered as another magna carta‘ of the kingdom; and by 
consequence and analogy has also in subsequent times re- 
duced the general method of proceeding on these writs 
(though not within the reach of that statute, but issuing mere- 
ly at the common law) to the true standard of law and liberty. 


_ THE statute itself enacts, 1. That on complaint and request 
in writing by or on behalf of any person committed and charged 
with any crime, (unless committed for treason or felony ex- 
pressed in the warrant; or as accessory, or on suspicion of 
being accessory, before the fact, to any petit-treason or felony ; 
or upon suspicion of such petit-treason or felony, plainly ex- 
pressed in the warrant; or unless he 1s convicted or charged 
in execution by legal process,) the lord chancellor or any of 
the twelve judges, m vacation, upon viewing a copy of the 
warrant, or affidavit that a copy is denied, shall (unless the 
party has neglected for two terms to apply to any court for 
his enlargement) award a habeas corpus for such prisoner re- 
turnable immediately before himself or any other of the judges; 
and upon the return made shall discharge the party, 1f bailable, 
upon giving security to appear and answer to the accusation 
in the proper court of judicature. 2. That such writs shall 
be indorsed, as granted in pursuance of this act, and signed 
by the person awarding them. 3. That the writ shall be re- 
turned and the prisoner brought up, within a limited time, ac- 
cording to the distance, not exceeding in any case twenty days. 
4. That officers and keepers neglecting to make due returns, 
or not delivering to the prisoner or his agent within six hours 

,after demand a copy of the warrant of commitment, or shifting 
the custody of a prisoner from one to another, without suffi- 
cient reason or authority, (specified in the act,) shall for the 
first offence forfeit 100/. and for the second offence 200i. to the 
party grieved, and be disabled to hold his office. 5. That no 
person once delivered by habeas corpus, shall be recommitted 
for the same offence, on penalty of 5001. 6. That every per- 
son committed for treason or felony shall, if he requires it the 
first week of the next term, or the first day of the next session 

[ 137 ] ofsgyer and terminer, be indicted in that term or session, or 
- else admitted to bail: unless the king’s witnesses cannot be 


9 See bok I. ch. 1. 
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produced at that time: and ifacquitted, or if not indicted and 
tried in the second term, or session, he shall be discharged 
from his imprisonment for such imputed offence: but that no 
person, after the assizes shall be open Yor the county in which 
he is detained, shall be removed by habeas corpus, till after the 
assizes are ended; but shall be left to the justice of the judges 
of assise. 7. That any such prisoner may move for and obtain 
his habeas corpus, as well out of the chancery or exchequer, as 
out of the king’s bench or common pleas; and the lord chan- 
cellor or judges denying the same, on sight of the warrant or 
oath that the same is refused, forfeit severally to the party 
grieved the sum of 5007. 8. That this writ of habeas corpus 
shall run into the counties palatine, cinque ports, and other 
privileged places, and the islands of Jersey and Guernsey. 
9. That no inhabitant of England (except persons contracting, 
or convicts praying to be transported; or having committed 
some capital offenee in the place to which they are sent) shall 
be sent prisoner to Scotland, Ireland, Jersey, Guernsey, or 
any places beyond the seas, within or without the king’s do- 
minions; on pain that the party committing, his advisers, 
aiders, and assistants, shall forfeit to the party aggrieved a sum 
not less than 500/. to be recovered with treble costs: shall be 
disabled to bear any office of trust or profit; shall incur the 
penalties of premunire , and shall be incapable of the ,king’s 
pardon. 


Tus is the substance of that great and important statute: 


which extends (we may observe) only to the case of commit- _ 


ments for such criminal charge, as can produce no inconveni- 
ence to public justice by a temporary enlargement of the pri- 
soner: all other cases of unjust imprisonment being left to the 
habeas corpus at common law. But even upon writs at the com- 
mon law it is now expected by the court, agreeable to antient 
precedents" and the spirit of the act of parliament, that the 
writ should be immediately obeyed, without waiting for any 
alas or pluries; atherwise an attachment will issue. By 
which admirable regulations, judicial as well as parliamentary, 
the remedy is now complete for removing the injury of unjust 
and illegal confinement. A remedy the more necessary, be- 


1 Burr.633 
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cause the oppression does not always arise from the ill-natura, 
bué sometimes from the mere inattention of government. For 
it frequently happens in foreign countries, (and has happened 
in England during terhporary suspensions * of the statute) 
that persons apprehended upon suspicion have suffered a long 
imprisonment, merely because they were forgotten. (17) 


Tue satisfactory remedy for this injury of false imprison- 
ment, is by an action of trespass vz et armts, usually called an 
action of false imprisonment; which is generally, and almost 
unavoidably accompanied with a charge of assault and battery 
also: and therein the party shall recover damages for the in- 
jury he has received ; and also the defendant is, as for all other 
injuries, committed with force, or vz et armis, liable to pay a 
fine to the king for the violation of the public peace. 


Ii]. Wits regard to the third absolute right of individuals 


* See Vol.I pag.136 


(17) As the 31C.2. C2. extends only to cases of commitment, or de- 
tainer for criminal or supposed criminal matter, it has been thought 
expedient to extend the remedies it gives to all other miscellaneous causes 
of confinement. By the 56 G.3. c.100., any one of the judges in England 
or Ireland may 1n vacation-time award the writ, if, upon affidavit, or af- 
firmation (in cases, where, by law, an affirmation 1s allowed), probable and 
reasonable ground for it shall appear. The writ 1s to be returnable 
immediately before the judge who awards it or any other judge of the 
same court; or 1f issued so late in the vacation as to make it not conve- 
mently returnable in the same vacation, 1t may be then made returnable 1a 
court on a certain day in the next term. Although the return upon the 
face of it be good and sufficient, the truth of 1t may be questioned, and the 
facts examined on affidavit or affirmation The courts may award this 
writ also in term time, returnable if convenient in the next vacation 
hefore any judge of the respective court; and in all these cases disobe- 
dience to the writ may be punished as a contempt of court. The last 
section extends the provisions of this act as to the return of the writ, and 
the punishment for disobedience, to all writs issued under the 51C. 2. c. 2 

See Crowley’s case before referred to, 2Swanst. R. p. 60. n. (a), from 
which it appears that in 1758, a bill similar to thi8 passed the commons, 
and was thfown ont in the house of lords, that the judges were then 
directed to prepare a bill for the same purpose, and that such bill waa 
prepared, and was probably the original of the present statute. See New 
Pari, Hist, xv. p. 871.874. Sir John Wilmot’s notes, p.77. Dodson’s Life 
of Sir M, Foster, p. 49. 72. 
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or that of private property, though the enjoyment of it, when 
acquired, is strictly a personal right; yet as its nature and 
original, and the means of its acquisition or loss, fell more di- 
rectly under our second general division, of the rights of 
things, and as, of course, the wrongs that affect these rights 
must be referred to the corresponding division in the present 
book of our commentaries ; I conceive it will be more commo- 
dious and easy to consider together, rather than in a separate 
view, the injuries that may be offered to the enjoyment, as well 
as to the rights, of property. And therefore I shall here con- 
clude the head of injuries affecting the absolute rights of in- 
dividuals. 

WE are next to contemplate those which affect their rela- 
trve rights ; or such as are incident to persons considered as 
members of society, and connected to each other by various 
ties and relations; and, in particular, such injuries as may [ 139 
be done to persons under the four following relations; hus- 
band and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward, master 
and servant. 


I. Ingurizs that may be offered to a person considered as. 
a husband, are principally three: abduction, or taking away a 
man’s wife; adultery, or criminal conversation with her; and 
beating or otherwise abusing her. 1. As to the first sort, 
abduction, or taking her away, this may either be by fraud and 
persuasicn, or open violence: though the law in both cases 
supposes force and constraint, the wife having no power to 
consent; and therefore gives a remedy by writ of ravishment, - 
or action of trespass vt et arms, de uxore rapta et abducta', 
This action lay at the common law; and thereby the husband 
shall recover, not the possession * of his wife, but damages for 
taking her away: and by statute Westm.1. 3EdwAl. c.13. 
the offender shall also be imprisoned two years, and be fined 
at the pleasure of the king. Both the king and the husband 
may therefore have this action”; and the husband is also 
entitled to recover damages in an acti®n on the cas¢ against 
such as persuade and entice the wife to live separate from him 


a 


t PNB. 89. u 2 Inst. 434, ‘ 
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‘without a sufficient cause*. The old law was so strict in 


this point, that if one’s wife missed her way upon the road, it 
was not lawful for another man to take her into his house, 
unless she was benighted and in danger of being lost or 
drowned’; but a stranger might carry her behind him on 
horseback to market to a justice of the peace for a warrant 
against her husband, or to the spiritual court to sue for a di- 
vorce*. 2. Adultery, or criminal conversation with a man’s 
wife, though it is, as a public crime, left by our laws to the 
coercion of the spiritual courts; yet, considered as a civil in- 
jury, (and surely there can be no greater.) the law gives a satis- 
faction to the husband for it by action of trespass vz e¢ arms 
against the adulterer, wherein the damages recovered are usu- 
ally very large and exemplary. But these are properly in- 
creased and diminished by circumstances*: as the rank and 
fortune of the plaintiffand defendant; the relation or connection 
between them; the seduction or otherwise of the wife, founded 
on her previous behaviour and character; and the husband’s 
obligation by settlement or otherwise to provide for those 
children, whom he cannot but suspect to be spurious. In this 
case, and upon indictments for polygamy, a marriage zn fact 
must be proved; though generally, in other cases, reputation 
and cohabitation are sufficient evidence of marriage.°(18) The 


x Law of nist prius 78 4 Law of nist prius 26, 
Y Bro. Abr. t trespass 213. 64 Burr 2057 
“Ibtd 207 440 


(18) The author has noticed in the text some of those circumstances 
which will go to reduce the damages, but which leave the action main- 
tainable There are, however, circumstances in the conduct of the 
husband, which may do away entirely with his right of action It 1s not 
easy to draw the precise le between the misbehaviour which will only 
reduce the damages, and that which will destroy the action, for there has 
been some difference of opinion among the judges on the subject; but 
thus far it may be safe to adopt the Winguage of a modern text wniter, 
that, “ if the ppabane has consented to, or provided means for the adul- 
* terouseintercourse of his wife with the defendant, the ground of the 
* action is removed, and @he defendant will be entitled to a verdict, for 
“ volents non fit injuria.” Selwyn’ s Ni. Pri. Sedit.p.12 Another ques- 
tion of perhaps greater difficulty arises where the acts of adultery are only 
proved after the husband and wife have separated by consent. It 1s said 
that the legal foundation of the action 18 the loss of the society, comfort, 
and assistance of the wife, and therefore that no action can be maintained 
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third injury is that of deateng a man’s wife, or otherwise ill- 
using her; for which, if it be a common assault, battery, or 
imprisonment, the law gives the usual remedy to recover da- 
mages, by action of trespass ve et armis, which must be brought 
in the names of the husband and wife joetntly : but if the beat- 
ing or other maltreatment be very enormous, so that thereby 
the husband is deprived for any time of the company and as- 
sistance of his wife, the law then gives him a separate remedy 
by an action of trespass, in nature of an action upon the case, 
for this ill-usage, per @uod consortium amszt ; in which he shall 
recover a satisfaction in damages ‘, 


F] 


TI. Insunies that may be offered to a person considered in 
the relation of a parent were likewise of two kinds: 1. Abduc- 
tion, or taking his children away; and, 2. Marryzng his 
son and heir without the father’s consent, whereby during 
the continuance of the military tenures he lost the value of 
his marriage. But this last injury is now ceased, togeth@r 
with the right upor which it was grounded; for, the father 
being no longer entitled to the value of the marnage, the 
marrying his hew does him no sort of injury for which a 


“Cro Jac 501. 538 


for that loss, when the plaintiff has voluntarily renounced them before; 
upon this principle, the case of Weedon v Timbrell, 5 T. R. 357. was de-' 
cided. it should be observed that if the action is in form necessarily 
trespass vz ef arms, which perhaps 1s not quite settled, the legal foundation 
of 1t will not be the consequential damage just stated; but independently 
of this, upon grounds of policy and morality, the decision may seem 
questionable, a voluntary separation may sometimes take place under 
circumstances which still leave the husband both comfort and assistance 
from the wife, so long as her character remains unimpeached, (as for ex- 
ample, in the care and education of their children,) but which her adultery 
will deprive him of. Besides, 1t seems a dangerously easy step in the ar- 
gument to say, that 1f the husband can maintain no action, where he has 
consented to the separation, he maintain none even where he has not 
consented to it, against the person who finds the wife 4n that state ‘of 
separation, and then seduces her, because that person doés not occasion 
the loss of which he complains. From the case of Chambers v. Caulfield, 
6 East’s R 244, it may be inferred, that the decision now under coasider- 
ation 1s not to be extended in any way; that the renunciation must. be 
absolute and entire, and that a separation even voluntary, if i€ was spe- 
cifically only for a time, or if it left the husband rights in his wife, and 
claims on her comfort and assistance, would not be a bar to the action. 
VOL. Il. M 
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civil action will lie. As to the other, of abduction, or taking 
away the children from the father, that is also a matter of 
doubt whether it be a civil injury or no; for, before the 
abolition of the tenure in chivalry, it was equally a doubt 
whether an action would lie for taking and carrying away 
any other child besides the heir: some holding that it would 
not, upon the supposition that the only ground or cause of 
action was losing the value of the heir’s marriage; and others 
holding that an action would le for taking away any of the 
children, for that the parent hath an“interest in them all, to 
provide for their education’. If therefore before the aboli- 
tion of these tenures it was an injury to the father to take 
away the rest of his children, as well as his heir, (as I am 
inclined to think it was,) it still remains an injury, and 1s 
remediable by writ of ravishment, or action of trespass vi et 
armis, de filto, vel filra, rapto vel abducto* , in the same manner 
as‘ the husband may have it, on account of the abduction of 
‘his wife. (19) 
6, 

II. Or a similar nature to the last 1s the relation of guar d- 
tan and ward, and the like actions mutatis mutandis, as are 
given to fathers, the guardian also has for recovery of 
damages, when his ward 1s stolen or ravished away from him ‘, 
And though guardianship in chivalry is now totally abolished, 
which was the only beneficial kind of guardianship to the 
guardian, yet the guardian in socage was always® and is still 
entitled to an action of savishment, if his ward or pupil be 
taken from him: but then he must account to his pupil for 
the damages which he so recovers*, And, as guardian in 
socage was also entitled at eommon law to a writ of right of 
ward, de custodia terrae et haered1s, m order to recover the 
possession and custody of the infant’, so I apprehend that he 
is still entitled to sue out this antiquated writ. But a more 
speedy and summary method.ggf redressing all complaints 
relative to wards and guardians hath of late obtained by an 


t= FN.B 139 
¢ FN. B. 9. ‘t Haleon F N B. 189. 
f FLN.B. 199. i F,N.B. 139. 


referred to in F.N B, adda, “ herede” to iho 
and the form in the register is the same. 
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application to the court of chancery; which is the supreme 
guardian, and has the superintendant jurisdiction of all the 
infants in the kingdom. And it is expressly provided by 
statute 12 Car.IT.c.94. that testamentary guardians may 
maintain an action of ravishment or trespass, for recovery of 
any of their wards, and also for damages to be applied to the [ 
use and benefit of the infants *. 


IV. To the relation between master and servant, and the 
rights accruing therefrom, there are two species of injuries 
incident. The one is, retaining a man’s hired servant before 
his time is expired; the other is beating or confining him in 
such a manner that he is not able to perform his work, As 
to the first, the retaining another person’s servant during thé 
time he has agreed to serve his present master; this, as it is 
an ungentlemanlike, so it is also an illegal act. For every 
master has by his contract purchased for a valuable consider- 
ation the service of his domestics for a limited time: the 
inveigling or hiring his servant, which mduces a breach of 
this contract, 1s therefore an injury to the master; and for that 
injury the law has given him a remedy by a special action on 
the case: and he may also have an action against the servant 
for the non-performance of his agreement.' But, if the new 
master was not apprized of the former contract, no action lies 
against hzm™, unless he refuses to restore the servant, upon 
demand. The other point of injury, is that of beating, 
confining, or disabling a man’s servant, which depends upon 
the same principle as the last; vz. the property which thé 
master has by his contract acquired in the labour of the 
servant. In this case, besides the remedy of an action of 
battery or imprisonment, which the servant himself as an indi« 
vidual may have against the aggressor, the master also, as a 
recompence for /zs immediate loss, may maintain an action of 
trespass vz ef armis, in which he must allege and prove the 
special damage he has sustained by the beating of his servant, 
per quod servitium amisit”: and then the jury will make him a 
proportionable pecuniary satisfaction. A similat “practice td 
which, we find also to have obtained emene si Athenians; 


k2P Wms. 108. m FLN.B. ‘Les. ers 
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where masters were entitled to an action against such as beat 
or ill-treated their servants °. (20) 


[ 14g ] We may observe that in these relative injuries, notice ts 
only taken of the wrong done to the superior of the parties 
related, by the breach and dissolution of either the relation 
itself, or at least the advantages accruing therefrom; while 
the loss of the inferior by such injuries 1s totally unregarded. 
One reason for which may be this: that the mferior hath no 
kind of property in the company, care, or assistance of the 
superior, as the superior is held to have in those of the inferior ; 
and therefore the inferior can suffer no loss or injury. The 
wife cannot recover damages for beating her husband, for she 
hath no separate interest in any thing during her coverture. 
The child hath no property in his father or guardian; as they 
have in him, for the sake of giving him education and nurture. 
Yet the wife or the child, (21) if the husband or parent be 
slain, have a peculiar species of criminal prosecution allowed 
them, in the nature of a civil satisfaction; which 1s called an 
appeal, and which will be considered in the next book. And 
so the servant, whose master 1s disabled, does not thereby lose 
his maintenance or wages. He had no property in his master; 
and, if he receives his part of the stipulated contract, he 
suffers no injury, and 1s therefore entitled to no action, for 
any battery or imprisonment which such master may happen 


to endure. 
° Pott. Antiqg.b 1 ¢.26, 





(20) It is indirectly in this form of action that the law gives a satisfac- 
tion to a parent for the seduction of his daughter. In order, therefore, to 
maintain it, some evidence, however slight, that the daughter was in the 
habit of perfoiming acts of service for her father 1s mdispensably necessary, 
and when these are proved, the age of the daughter or her residence gre 
immaterial; but though the injury may have been committed while the 
daughter was a minor, yet, if she then formed no part of her father’s family, 
and had left it without any intention of returning, the action 1s not main- 
tainable. When the legal foundation is once laid by proof of the service, 
the damages are not to be measured by the loss of that service, but by all 
the circu mefatiees of the case. It seems hardly necessary to observe that 
the actioh maybe maintained by any one who fills the situation of master, 
thoughshe may ‘not be the father of the female seduced; the loss of service 
being thip legal principle on which it rests, and therefore it has been ex- 
tended even,to the case of one suing for the seduction of his adopted child. 

. Irwin v. Dearman, 11 East, 23. 
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CHAPTER THE NINTH. 


INJORIES tro PERSONAL 
PROPERTY. 


[N the preceding chapter we considered the wrongs or 

injuries that affected the rights of persons, either con- 
sidered as individuals, or as related to each other; and are at 
present to enter upon the discussion of such injuries as affect 
the rights of property, together with the remedies which the 
law has given to repair or redress them. 


Anp here again we must follow our former division* of 
property into personal and real; personal, which consists in 
goods, money, and all other moveable chattels, and things 
thereunto incident: a property which may attend a man’s 
person wherever he goes, and from thence receives it’s deno- 
mination: and real property, which consists of such things 
as are permanent, fixed, and immoveable; as lands, tene- 
ments, and hereditaments of all kinds, which are not annexed 


to the person, nor can be moved from the place in which they 
subsist. 


First then we are to consider the injuries that may be [ 
offered to the rights of personal property; and of these, first 


the rights of personal property in possesscon and then those 
that are in actzon only °. 


1. THE rights of personal property in possession- are 2 #iable 
to two species of injuries: the amotion or deprivation of 
that possession; and the abuse or damage of the -chattels, 


® See Book II. ch.2. b Book II. 2.25. “ 
M 3 
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while the possession continues in the legal owner. The for- 
mer, or deprivation of possession, is also divisible into two 
branches; the unjust and unlawful faking them away; and 
the unjust detaining them, though the original taking might 
be lawful. 


1. ANp first of an unlawful taking. The right of property 
in all external things being solely acquired by occupancy, as 
has been formerly stated, and preserved and transferred by 
grants, deeds, and wills, which are a continuation of that 
occupancy ; it follows as a necessary consequence, that when 
I once have gained a rightful possession of any goods or 
chattels, either by a just occupancy or by legal transfer, 
whoever either by fraud or force dispossesses me of them, 
is guilty of a transgression against the law of society, which 
ig a kind of secondary law of nature. For there must be 
an end of all social commerce between man and man, un- 
less private possessions be secured from unjust imvasions: 
and, if an acquisition of goods by either force or fraud were 
allowed to be a sufficient title, all property would soon be 
confined to the most strong, or the most cunning; and 
the weak and simple-minded part of mankind (which is by 
far the most numerous division) could never be secure of their 
possessions. 


‘Tur wrongful taking of goods being thus most clearly an 
injury, the next consideration 1s, what remedy the law of 
England has given for it. And this is, in the first place, the 
restitution of the goods themselves so wrongfully taken, with 

[ 146 ] damages for the loss sustained by such unjust invasion; which 
is effected by action of replevin, an institution, which the 
mirrexr ‘ ascribes to Glanvil, chief justice to king Henry the 
second, This obtams only in one instance of an unlawful 
taking, that of a wrongful distress; and this and the action 
of detinue (of which I shall presently say more) are almost 
the only actions, in which the actual specific possession of 
the identical personal chattel 1s restored to the proper owner. 
For things ‘personal are looked upon by the law as of a 

and perishable, that it is for the most part 


eh 


© e.2 § 26. 
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impossible either to ascertain their identity, or to restore 
them in the same condition as when they came to the hands 
of the wrongful possessor. And, since it is a maxim that 
“ Jex neminem cogit ad vana, seu impossibrlia,” it therefore 
contents itself in general with restoring, not the thing itself, 
but a pecuniary equivalent to the party injured; by giving 
him a satisfaction in damages. But in the case of a distress 
the goods are from the first taking in the custody of the law, 
and not merely in that of the distremor; and therefore they 
may not only be identified, but also restored to their first 
possessor, without any material change in their condition. 
And, being thus in the custody of the law, the taking them 
back by force 1s looked upon as an atrocious injury, and 
denominated a rescous, for which the distreinor has a remedy 
in damages, either by writ of rescous’, in case they were 
going to the pound, or by writ de parco fracto, or pound- 
breach*, in case they were actually impounded. He may 
also at his option bring an action on the case for this injury :, 
and shall therein, if the distress were taken for rent, re- 
cover treble damages’, The term rescous 1s likewise applied 
to the forcible delivery of a defendant, when arrested, from 
the officer who is carrying him to prison. In which circum- 
stances the plaintiff has a similar remedy by action on the 
case, or of zescous®. or, if the sheriff makes a return of such 
rescous to the court out of which the process issued, the res- 
cuer will be punished by attachment *. (1) 


qFN B 101 8 6 Mod 211. 
¢ Ihd 100 h Cro. Jac.419 Salk 586. 
* Stat. 2W & M. Sess 1. ¢.5 


(1) The sheriff can only return a rescous on mesne process, except it has 
been made by the king’s enemies ; 1f the rescous has taken place on final 
process, or by prison breach, the sheriff 1s lable, in the first case, because 
he has authority to call out the posse comitatus, and 1s bound to do so if 
he apprehends force, in the second, because it 1s at his peril to see that his 
prison 1s strong enough to keep the prisoner. A reason 1s given for the 
distinction in the case of May v. Proby and another, Cro. Jac. 419., which 
seems not satistactory, it 1s sald that the party may renew his process, if 
mesne, and therefore by the rescue, only loses the benefit of one writ, 
which 1s so small a loss, that the law will not punish the.shers#f for it ; 
whereas, when final process 15 once executed, the party is deemed to have 
satisfaction in the eye of the law, and can have no new process. It seems, 

M 4 however, 
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Aw action of replevin, the regular way of contesting the 
validity of the transaction, is founded, I said, upon a distress 
taken wrongfully and without sufficient cause; being a re- 
delivery of the pledge', or thing taken in distress, to the 
owner; or upon his giving security to try the right of the 
distress, and to restore it if the mght be adjudged against 
him*: after which the distreinor may keep it, till tender 
made of sufficient amends: but must then re-deliver it to the 
owner', And formerly, when the party distremned upon in- 
tended to dispute the right of the distress, he had no other 
process by the old common law than by a writ of replevin, 
replegiar: factas™; which issued out of chancery, command- 
ing the sheriff to deliver the distress to the owner, and after- 
wards to do justice in respect of the matter 1n dispute in his 
own county-court. But this being a tedious method of pro- 
ceeding, the beasts or other goods were long detained from 
the owner to his great loss and damage. For which reason 
the statute of Marlbridge® directs, that (without suing a writ 
out of the chancery) the sheriff immediately, upon plaint to 
him made, shall proceed to replevy the goods. And, for the 
greater ease of the parties, it 1s farther provided by statute 
1P.&M. c.12. that the sheriff shall make at least four de- 
puties in each county, for the sole purpose of making re- 
plevins. Upon application therefore, either to the sheriff or 


' See pag. 13. m F.N B.68 
k Co. Litt. 145. n 2 Inst. 139 
'g8 Rep. 147. ° 52 Hen. III. c 21. 


however, settled that in this case the patty may have a new wnt, which it 
will not lie in the mouth of the rescued person to object to; and it would 
be hard indeed if he could not. Mounson v. Alyton, Cro.Car.240 255 A 
more satisfactory reason 1s assigned in Bac Ab. tit. Rescue, E 1., amsing 
from the different situation in which the person stands on mesne and on 
final process: 1n the first case the party has been guilty of no contempt, and 
has falsified no bail, there 1s no ground, therefore, for presuming any inten- 
tion to escape from the custody of the law; but after judgment, the party 
ought to have paid the condemnation money, or surrendered his person ; 
both he and his bail are m default ; it may be presumed, therefore, that he 
will not be forthcoming, and the sheriff ought to have come prepared, with 
a sufficient force to meet resistance, or attempts at rescue 

Upon the return of a rescue, the plaintiff may proceed against the res- 
cuers not only by attachment, but also by action on the case, or by indict- 
ment. Com. Dig. Rescous, D. 2, 3 
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one of his said deputies, security is to be given, in pur- 
suance of the statute of Westm.2. 13Edw.I. «2. 1. That 
the party replevying will pursue his action against the dis- 
treinor, for which purpose he puts in plegzos de prosequendo, 
or pledges to prosecute; (2) and, 2. That if the right be 
determined against him, he will return the distress again ; 
for which purpose he is also bound to find plegzos de retorno, 
habendo. Besides these pledges. the sufficiency of which is [ 148 
discretionary and at the peril of the sheriff, the statute 
11Geo.II. c.19. requires that the officer, granting a replevin 
on a distress for rent, shall take a bond with two sureties in 
a sum of double the value of the goods distreined, condi- 
tioned to prosecute the suit with effect and without delay, 
and for return of the goods; which bond shall be assigned 
to the avowant or person making cognizance, on request 
made to the officer; and, if forfeited, may be sued [upon] in 
the name of the assignee. And certamly, as the end of all 
distresses is only to compel the party distremned upon to satisfy 
the debt or duty owing from him, this end 1s as well answered 
by such sufficient sureties as by retaiming the very distress, 
which might frequently occasion great inconvenience to the 
owner; and that the law never wantonly inflicts. (3) The 
sheriff, on receiving such security, 1s immediately, by his 
officers, to cause the chattels taken in distress to be restored 
into the possession of the party distreimed upon; unless the 


(2) Lord Coke says, that the plegu de p21 osequendo were by the 
law, Co Litt 145 b, and there 1s nothing in the words of the statute of 
Westm 2 which contradicts this 

(3) The statute further enacts that the “ court wherein such action is 
“ brought, may by a rule give such relief to the parties on such bond as 
“ may be agreeable to justice, and such rule shall be in the nature of a 
“ defeazance to such bond.” The object of the statute being to give the 
defendant in replevin a benefit collateral to, and besides any remedy which 
was in his reach, esther af common law or under the statute 17C.2 c¢.7., 
for which, see post p 150, it was seen that cases of hardship might arise by * 
his pursuing two remedics, when one had been complete; as where a 
plaintiff should have neglected to prosecute his suit with effect, the replevin- 
bond under the statute of G 2. would be forfeited, and yet the defendant 
might still by the writ of inquiry under the statute of Charles have ob- 
tamed the value of the goods and his damages. To meet stich a case as 
this, the statute gives this equitable power to the court. See Purnor v. 
Turner, 2 Brod & Bimgh.107 


[ 149 ] 


148 PRIVATE Boox Hl. 


distreinor claims 2 property in the goods so taken. For if, 
by this method of distress, the distreinor happens to come 
again into possession of his own property in goods which before 
he had lost, the law allows him to keep them, without any 
reference to the manner by which he thus has regained posses- 
sion; being a kind of personal remztter°. If therefore the 
distreinor claims any such property, the party replevying must 
sue out a writ de proprietate probanda, in which the sheriff is 
to try, by an inquest, in whom the property previous to the 
distress subsisted’. And if it be found to be 1n the distreinor, 
the sheriff can proceed no farther ; but must return the claim 
of property to the court of king’s bench or common pleas, to 
be there farther prosecuted, if thought adviseable, and there 
finally determined °. 


But if no claim of property be put in, or if (upon trial) 
the sheriff’s inquest determines it against the distreinor; then 
the sheriff is to replevy the goods (making use of even force, 
if the distreinor makes resistance’) 1n case the goods be found 
within his county. But if the distress: be carried out of the 
county, or concealed, then the sheriff may return that the 
goods, or beasts, aie elorgned, elongata, carried to a distance, 
to places to him unknown: and thereupon the party replevy- 
ing shall have a writ of capzas zn wither nam, 2n vetito (or, more 
properly, repet:to) namo, a term which signifies a second or 
reciprocal distress*, in lieu of the first which was eloigned. It 
is therefore a command to the sheriff to take other goods of 
the distreinor, in lieu of the distress formerly taken, and 
eloigned, or withheld from the owner‘. So that here 1s now 
distress against distress ; one being taken to answer the other, 
by way of reprisal", and as a punishment for the illegal be- 
haviour of the original distremor. For which reason gdods 


' taken in withernam cannot be replevied, till the original distress 


is forthcoming’. 


* © See pag. 19. word withernam 1s used as equivalent to 
P Finch.L 316. Co. Litt 145.b. — reprisals. (Stiernhook, de jure Sueon. 
9 Co. Tatt. 145. Finch L. 450. 21. c.10. 
* 2 Inst. 193. ’ Raym. 475. F.N.B.78 The sub- 


* Smith’s Commonw b 8. c. 10 _ stance of this rule composed the terms 
2 Inst. 141. Hickes’s Thesaur. 164. of that famous question, with which 
t F.N.B. 69. 73. sir Thomas More (when a student on 
"In the old northern languages the his travels) 1s said to have puzzled a 
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Bus, in common cases, the goods are delivered back to the 
party replevying, who is then bound to bring his action of 
replevin; which may be prosecuted in the county court, be 
the distress of what value it may”. But either party may re- 


move it to the superior courts of king’s bench or common- 


pleas, by writ of recordar: or pone*; the plaintiff at pleasure, 
the defendant upon reasonable cause’; and also, if in the 
course of proceeding any right of freehold comes in question, 
the sheriff can proceed no farther’; so that it is usual to carry 
it up in the first instance to the courts of Westminster-hall. 
Upon this action brought, and declaration delivered, the dis- 
treinor, who is now the defendant, makes avowry ; that is, he 
avows taking the distress in his own right, or the right of his 
wife*; and sets forth the reason of it, as for rent arrere, da- 
mage done, or other cause; or else, if he justifies in another’s 
right as his bailiff or servant, he 1s said to make cognizance , 
that is, he acknowledges the taking, but insists that such taking 
was legal, as he acted by the command of one who had a 
right to distrein; and on the truth and legal merits of this 
avowry or cognizance the cause 1s determined. If it be de- 
termined for the plaintiff; vez. that the distress was wrong- 
fully taken; he has already got his goods back into his own 
possession, and shall keep them, and moreover recover da- 
mages”. But ifthe defendant prevails, by the default or non- 
suit of the plaintiff, then he shall have a writ de 7etorno ha- 
bendo, whereby the goods or chattels (which were distreined 
and then replevied) are returned again into his custody; to 
be sold, or otherwise disposed of, as if no replevin had been 
made. And at the common law, the plaintiff might have 
brought another replevin, and so zm infinitum to the intole- 
rable vexation of the defendant. Wherefore the statute of 
Westm.2. c.2. restrains the plaintiff, when nonsutted, from 
suing out any fresh replevin; but allows him a judiczal wnit, 


pragmatical piofessor in the university capable of being replevied. {Hoddesd. 
of Bruges in Flanders, who gave a c 5) 

universal challenge to dispute with any © 2 Inst. 139 

person in any science in omnz scibd1, * Ind 23 

et de quoltbet ente Upon which Mr YF N B 69,70 . 
More sent him this question, “ utrum 7 Finch L317. 

‘* averia carucne, capta in vetito namw, * 2Saund.195. 

‘ gent wreple guna ,"” whether beasts of ° F.N B 69. 

the plough, taken in withernam, are in- 


we 


- 
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issuing out of the original record, and called a writ of second 
deliverance, in order to have the same distress again delivered 
to him, on giving the like security as before. And, if the 
plaintiff be a second time nonsuit, or if the defendant has 
judgment upon verdict or demurrer in the first replevin, he 
shall have a writ of zeturn arreplevisable, after which no writ 
of second deliverance shall be allowed*. But in case of a 
distress for rent arrere, the writ of second deliverance 1s in 
effect? taken away by statute 17Car.II.c.7., which directs 
that, if the plaintiff be nonsuit before issue joined, then upon 
suggestion made on the record in nature of an avowry or cog- 
nizance ; or if judgment be given against him on demurrer, 
then, without any such suggestion, the defendant may have 
a writ to inquire into the value of the distress by a jury, and 
shall recover the amount of it in damages, if less than the ar- 
rear of rent; or, if more, then so much as shall be equal to 
such arrear, with costs- or, 1f the nonsuit be after issue joined, 
or if a verdict be against the plaintiff, then the jury impanelled 
to try the cause shall assess such arrears for the defendant: 
and if (in any of these cases) the distress be insufficient to an- 
swer the arrears distreined for, the defendant may take a far- 
ther distress or distresses*. (4) But otherwise, if, pending a 
replevin for a former distress, a man distreins again for the same 
rent or service, then the party is not driven to his action of 
replevin, but shall have a writ of recapizon', and recover da- 
mages for the defendant the re-distremor’s contempt of the 
process of the law. 


. In like manner, other remedies for other unlawful takings 
of a man’s goods consist only in recovering a satisfaction in 
damages. As if a man takes the goods of another out of his 
actual or virtual possession, without having a lawful title so to 
do, it 1s an myury; which, though it doth not amount to 
felony unless 1t be done anzmo furandi, 1s nevertheless a trans- 
gression, for which an action of trespass vt et armts will lie; 


¢ 2 Inst. 340 © Stat 17 Car. II. c 7. 
41 Ventr. 64 fF N.B. 71, 





(4) See the mode of proceeding, under this statute, in the notes of the 
learned editors to 1 Saund. R. 195. Mounson v. Redshaw ; and 2 Saund. 
R. 286. Poole v. Longuevill. 
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wherein the plaintiff shall not recover the thing itself, but 
only damages for the loss of it. (5) Or, if committed without 
force, the party may, at his choice, have another remedy in 
damages by action of ¢rover and conversion, of which I shall 
presently say more. 


2. Deprivation of possession may also be by an unjust 
detainer of another’s goods, though the original taking was 
lawful. As if I distrein another’s cattle damage-feasant, and 
before they are impounded he tenders me sufficient amends ; 
now, though the original taking was lawful, my subsequent 
detainment of them after tender of amends 1s wrongful, and 
he shall have an action of replevin against me to recover them®: 
yn which he shall recover damages only for the detentzon and not 
for the captzon, because the original taking was lawful. Or, if [ 15° 
I lend a man a horse, and he afterwards refuses to restore it, 
this injury consists in the detaining, and not in the original 
taking, and the 1egular method for me to recover possession is 
by action of detznue". In this action of detznue, it 1s necessary 
to ascertain the thing detained, in such a manner as that 1t may 
be specifically known and recovered. Therefore it cannot 
be brought for money, corn, or the like; for that cannot be 
known from other money or corn; unless it be in a bag or a 
sack, for then it may be distinguishably marked. In order 
therefore to ground an action of detinue, which 1s only for 
the detaining, these points are necessary': 1. That the de- 
fendant came lawfully into possession of the goods, as either by 
delivery to him, or finding them; 2. That the plaintiff have 
a property [inthem]; 3. That the goods themselves be of some 
value; and 4. That they be ascertained in point of identity. 


eFNB.69 3 Rep. 147. Co, Litt 286 
‘FN B 138. 


(5) To entitle a man to maintain this action, it 1s not necessary, as against 
a wrong doer, that he should be the lawful owner of the thing taken, but 
he must “ at the tume when the act complained of was done either have 
“ the actual possession, or else he must have a constructwe possession in 
“ respect of the right of possession being actually vested in him.” As for 
example, the lord, before sewure, may bring an action of tréspass against 
a stranger who should carry off an estray: For the right is in him, and a 
constructive possession in virtue of that mght, the thing being within his 
manor. Per Ashhurst J., Smith v. Milles, 1 T. R. 480. 
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Upon this the jury, if they find for the plaintiff, assess the re- 
spective values of the several parcels detained, and also dama- 
ges for the detention. And the judgment is conditional; that 
the plaintiff recover the said goods, or (if they cannot be had) 
their respective values, and also the damages for detaining 
them *. But there is one disadvantage which attends this ac- 
tion; viz. that the defendant is herein permitted to wage his 
law, that is, to exculpate himself by oath’, (6) and thereby 
defeat the plaintiff of his remedy: which privilege 1s grounded 
on the confidence originally reposed in the bailee by the bailor, 
in the borrower by the lender, and the like; from whence 
arose a strong presumptive evidence, that in the plaintiff’s 
own opinion the defendant was worthy of credit. But for 
this reason the action itself 1s of late much disused, and has 
given place to the action of trover. 


Tuts action of tover and converszon was in it’s original an 
action of trespass upon the case, for recovery of damages 
against such person as had found another’s goods, and refused 
to deliver them on demand, but converted them to his own 
use; from which finding and converting it is called an action 
of ¢rover and conversion. The freedom of this action from 
wager of law, and the less degree of certainty requisite in de- 
scribing the goods ™, gave it so considerable an advantage 
over the action of detenue, that by a fiction of law actions of 
trover were at length permitted to be brought against any man 
who had in his possession by any means whatsoever the perso- 
nal goods of another, and sold them or used them without the 
consent of the owner, or refused to deliver them when de- 
manded. The injury hes in the conversion: for any man may 
take the goods of another into possession, af he finds them ; 
but no finder is allowed to acquire a property therein, unless 
the owner be for ever unknown": and therefore he must not 
convert them to his own use, which the law presumes him to 
do, if he refuses to restore them to the owner: for which rea- 


kK Co Entr.170. Cro. Jac 682. ™ Salk. 654. 
1 Co, Litt. 295. " See book I. ch.8. book II, ch. 1. and 26. 


(6) See post. 341. 
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son such refusal alone is, prema facie, sufficient evidence of a 
conversion °. The fact of the finding, or trover, is therefore 
now totally immaterial: for the plainuff needs only to suggest 
(as words of form) that he lost such goods, and that the de- 
fendant found them: and, if, he proves that the goods are Ais 
property, (7) and that the defendant had them in his posses- 
sion, it is sufficient. But a conversion must be fully proved: 
and then in this action the plaintiff shall recover damages, equal 
to the value of the thing converted, but not the thing itself; 
which nothing will recover but an action of detenue or replevin. 


As to the damage that may be offered to things personal, 
while in the possession of the owner, as hunting a man’s deer, 
shooting his dogs, poisoning his cattle, or in anywise taking 
from the value of any of his chattels, or making them in a 
worse condition than before, these are injuries too obvious to 
need explication. I have only therefore to mention the reme- 
dies given by the law to redress them, which are in two shapes; 
by action of trespass vz et armzs, where the act 15 1n itself zmme- 
dzately nyurious to another’s property, and therefore necessa- 
rily accompanied with some degree of force; and by special 
action on the case, where the act 1s in itself different, and the 
injury only consequential, and therefore arising without any 
breach of the peace. In both of which suits the plaintiff shall 
recover damages, in proportion to the injury which he proves 
that his property has sustained. And it 1s not material whether 
the damage be done by the defendant himself, or his servants 
by his direction; for the action will lie against the master as 
well as the servant’. And, if a man keeps a dog or other 
brute animal, used to do mischief, as by worrying sheep, or the 


210 Rep £6 P Noy’s Max c.44. 


(7) This property may be either absolute and exclusive, or only special, 
that 1s, temporary, and subyect to the rights of others, as in the case of a 
factor to whom goods have been consigned by the owner. Property of 
either kind without actual possession suffices for the maintenance of the 
action. 7T R.p.i2 1B.&P. p47 But if there be no actual pos- 
session, there must be a right of immediate possession, and, therefore, where 
a man had leased his house and furniture for a term, before the expiration 
of which, the furniture was taken in execution by the sheriff for a debt of 
the tenant, 1t was held that he could not maintain trover, because, during 
the lease, he had no night of possession. Gordon v. Harper,7T.R. 9. 
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like, the owner must answer for the consequences, if he knows 
of such evil habit °. Re 


II. Hiruerto of injuries affecting the right of things per- 
sonal, in possesscon. Weare next to consider those which re- 
gard things in actzon only: or such rights as are founded on, 
and arise from, contracts; the nature and several divisions of 
which were explained in the preceding volume’. The viola- 
tion, or non-performance, of these contracts might be extended 
into as great a variety of wrongs, as the rights which we then 
considered: but I shall now consider them in a more compre- 
hensive view, by here making only a twofold division of con- 
tracts ; viz. contracts expr ess, and contracts zmplred , and point- 
ing out the injuries that arise from the violation of each, with 
their respective remedies. 


Express contracts include three distinct species; debts, 
covenants, and promises. 


1. Tue legal acceptation of debt 1s, a sum of money due by 
certain and express agreement: as, by a bond for a determi- 
nate sum; a bill or note; a special bargain; or a1ent reserved 
on a lease; where the quantity is fixed and specific, and does 
not depend upon any subsequent valuation to settle it. The 
non-payment of these is an injury, for which the proper remedy 
is by action of debt*, to compel the performance of the con- 
tract and recover the specifical sum due‘. This is the short- 
est and surest remedy ; particularly where the debt arises upon 
a specialty, that 1s, upon a deed or instrument under seal. So 
also, if I verbally agree to pay a man a certain price for a cer- 
tain parcel of goods, and fail in the performance, an action of 
debt lies against me; for this 1s also a determinate contract : 
but if I agree for no settled price, I am not liable to an action 
of debt, but a special action ofthe case, according to the na- 
ure of my contract. And indeed actions of debt are now sel- 
Jom brought but upon special contracts under seal; wherein 
the sum due is clearly and precisely expressed - for, in case of 
such an action upon a simple contract, the plaintiff labours un- 


@ Cro. Car. 254. 487, * FN. B.119. 
* See book IT, ch.30. t See Appendix, No. ITI. § 1. 
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der two difficulties. First, the defendant has here the same 
advantage as in an action of detinue, that of waging his law, or 
purging himself of the debt by oath, if he thinks proper *. (8) 
Secondly, in an action of debt the plaintiff must prove the whole 
debt he claims, or recover nothing at all. For the debt is one 
single cause of action, fixed and determined; and which, there- 
fore, if the proof varies from the claim, cannot be looked upon 
as the same contract whereof the performance is sued for. If, 
therefore, I bring an action of debt for 80/. I am not at liberty 
to prove a debt of 20/. and recover a verdict thereon'; any 
more than if I bring an action of detenue for a horse, I can 
thereby recover an ox. For I fail in the proof of that con- 
tract, which my action or complaint has alleged to be specific, 
express, and determinate. (9) But in an action on the case, 
on what is called an zndebstatus assumpsit, which 1s not brought 
to compel a specific performance of the contract, but to recover 
damages for it’s non-performance, the implied assumpsit, and 
consequently the damages for the breach of it, are in their na- 
ture indeterminate; and will therefore adapt and praportion 
themselves to the truth of the case which shall be proved, 
without being confined to the precise demand stated in the de- 
claration. For if any debt be proved, however less than the 
sum demanded, the law will raise a promise pro tanto, and the 
damages will of course be proportioned to the actual debt. So 
that I may declare that the defendant, bezng zndebted to me in 
301., undertook or promised to pay it, but failed; and lay my 
damages arising from such failure at what sum I please: and 
the jury will, according to the nature of my proof, allow me 


°4 Rep. 94, ‘ Bro Ley gager.93 Dyer.219. 2 Roll. 
Abr 706. 1 Show 215. 


(8) See post. pp 541. 548. 

(9) But it.1s now settled (and it ogcurs in every day’s practice), that the 
plaintiff in an action of debt, may {pve and recover less than the sum 
demanded This, and the circumstance that the judgment 3s final in the 
first instance, as well as that the wager of law has grown into almost 
entire disuse, have made the action of debt on simple contract, as well as 
specialty, of very frequent use. Indeed it is now often brought for the 
recovery of sums, which, from the nature of the debt, are uncertain in 
their amount; but in such cases, the courts compel the plaintiff,*after a 
judgment by default, to execute a wnt of inquiry, and tuke his Judgment 
only for the real damage sustained. See post 398. Pe, 
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either the whole in damages, or any inferior sum. And, even 
in actions of debt, where the contract is proved or admitted, if 
the defendant can shew that he has discharged any part of it, 
the plaintiff shall recover the residue ". 


TueE form of the writ of debt 1s sometimes in the debet and 
detinet, and sometimes in the det:net only; that is, the writ 
states, either that the defendant owes and unjustly defa:s the 
debt or thing in question, or only that he unjustly detazns it. 
It is brought in the debet as well as detznet, when sued by one 
of the original contracting parties who personally gave the 
credit, against the other who personally incurred the debt, 6r 
against his heirs, if they are bound to the payment; as by the 
obligee against the obligor, the landlord against the tenant, 
&c. But, if it be brought by or against an executor for a 
debt due to or from the testator, this not being his own debt, 
shall be sued for in the detznet only”. So alsoif the action 
be for goods, for corn, or an horse, the writ shall be in the de- 
tinet only; for nothing but a sum of money, for which I (or 
my ancestors in my name) have personally contracted, 1s pro- 
perly considered as my debt. And indeed a writ of debt in the 
detinet only, for goods and’ chattels, is neither more nor less 
than a mere writ of detznue ; and 1s followed by the very same 
judgment ™*. 


9. A COVENANT also, contained in a deed, to do a direct act or 
‘to omit one, is another species of express contracts, the vio- 
ation or breach of which is a civil injury. As, if a man covenants 
to be at York by such a day, or not to exercise a trade in a 
particular place, and is not at York at the time appointed, or 
carries on his trade in the place forbidden, these are direct 
breaches of his covenant; and may be perhaps greatly to the 
disadvantage and loss of the covenantee. ‘The 1emedy for this 1s 
by a writ of covenant Y: whielfilirects the sheriff to command 
the defendant generally to keep his covenant with the plaintiff, 
(without specifying the nature of the covenant,) or shew good 
cause to the contrary: and if he continues refractory, or the 
covenant is already so broken that it cannot now be specifically 


1 RoW. Rep. 257. Salk. 664 * Rest. Entr 174, 
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performed, then the subsequent proceedings set forth with pre- 
cision the covenant, the breach, and the loss which has hap- 
ened thereby; whereupon the jury will give damages, in 
proportion to the injury sustained by the plaintiff, and occa- 
sioned by such breach of the defendant’s contract. 


THERE is one species of covenant, of a different nature 
from the rest; and that 1s a covenant real, to convey or dis- 
pose of lands, which seems to be partly of a personal and partly 
of a real nature*. For this the remedy is by a special writ of 
covenant, for a specific performance of the contract, concerning 
certain lands particularly described in the writ. It therefore 
directs the sheriff to command the defendant, here called the de- 
forciant, to keep the covenant made between the plaintiffand him 
concerning the identical lands in question: and upon this pro- 
cess it is that fines of lands are usually levied at common law*, 
the plaintiff, or person to whom the fine is levied, bringing a 
writ of covenant, in which he suggests some agreement to 
have been made between him and the deforciant, touching 
those particular lands, for the completion of which he brings 
this action. And, for the end of this supposed difference, the 
fine or finalis concordia is made, whereby the deforciant (now 
called the cognizor) acknowledges the tenements to be the 
right of the plaintiff, now called the cognizee. And more- 
over, as leases for years were formerly considered only as” 
contracts or covenants for the enjoyment of the rents and pro- 
fits, and not as the conveyance of any real interest in the land, 
the antient remedy for the lessee, if eyected, was by a writ of [ 158 
covenant against the lessor, to recover the term (if in being) 
and damages, in case the ouster was committed by the lessor 
himself: or if the term was expired, or the ouster was com- 
mitted by a stranger, claiming by an elder title, then to recover 
damages only °. 

‘ab 

No person could at common law take advantage of any co- 
venant or condition, except such as were parties or privies 
thereto; and, of course, no grantee or assignee of any rever- 
sion or rent. To remedy which, and more effectually to se- 


* Hal. on F.N 'B. 146, . Bro. fbr. t. covenant, $3. F, N. B.. 
* See book IT. ch 21. 145, 
b See book II. ch 9 ; 
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cure to the king’s grantees the spoils of the monasteries then 
newly dissolved, the statute 82 Hen. VIII. c.34. gives the as- 
signee of a reversion (after notice of such assignment‘) the 
same remedies against the particular tenant, by entry or action, 
for waste or other forfeitures, non-payment of rent, and non- 
performance of conditions, covenants, and agreements, as the 
assignor himself might have had; and makes him equally 
liable, on the other hand, for acts agreed to be performed by 
the assignor, except in the case of warranty. (10) 


¢ Co. Litt.215 Moor.876 Cro Jac 476, 


(10) The words of the statute are as general as the analysis of them 
in the text; they embrace two nights in the original grantor or lessor, the 
right of re-entry reserved on conditions not performed, and the mght of 
action for covenants broken, and in terms they transfer these two rights 
entire to the assignee. But in construction they have been narrowed in 
both cases to such covenants and such conditions, as, to use the technical 
expression, run with the land, and are not merely collateral to it. A 
covenant, or a condition, 1s said to run with the land, when the thing which 
is to be done or forborne under it, 1» something which 1s to benefit or 
injure the land, or whxch can be only beneficial or injurious to him who 
has the reversion, and not to him who has assigned it over. Thus, a 
covenant to pay rent, or a condition for re-entry in case the rent is not 
paid, a covenant to make the fences, or a condition for re-entry in case 
they are not made, all run with the lands, and the assignee shall have the 
benefit of them, because rent can only be paid to him who has the re- 
version, and the making the fences can only be beneficial to him. It 18 
reasonable, therefore, to give him the benefit of those covenants and con- 
ditions by which the performance of those things 1s to be enforced ; and it 
would be idle or unjust to leave them in that person (the assignor) to 
whom the performance of those acts has become either impossible or 
useless. Buta covenant to build a house on land other than that de- 
mised, and a condition for re-entry in case a gross sum of money 1s not 

to the grantor on such a day, are collateral to the land: it 18 obvious 
that the things to be done have no necessary connection with the rever- 
sion; the assignee will not have the house, 1f built, or the money, if paid ; 
he has not, therefore, transferred to kim by the statute, the means of en- 
forcing the performance of them. Co.Litt.215b. Webb v. Russell, 
3T.R. 403. With regard to the exception from the habuilities of the as- 
signee, the words of the statute are, “ all benefits of recoveries in value by 
“ regson of any warranty in deed or in law, by voucher or otherwise, ex- 

“ cepted.” The reason of this may not appear at first sight: more than 
one may be assigned for it; but as the question could only arise where 
the grantee or lessee was turned out by some person with title prior to 
“that of the assignee, it is obvious that the same blow would deprive him 
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8. A PROMISE is in the nature of a verbal covenant, and 
wants nothing but the solemnity of writing and sealing to make 
it absolutely the same. If, therefore, it be to do any explicit 





of the reversion; 1t would be therefore most unreasonable to bind him to 
give a recompense in value for that which 1s lost by no default of his, and 
when at the very same time he has Jost that which formed the only con- 
nection between himself and the lessee, and mn respect of which alone any 
hability could be fastened on him 

The case of the devisee of land 1s included under that of the assignee, and 
therefore falls under the statute, but, independently of the statute, 1t is 
material to consider, who are such privies to a covenant as to be able to 
maintain an action for the breach of 1t The heir represents the person 
of his ancestor as to covenants which concern the realty, and if the co- 
venant be one which runs with the land, so that the benefit of 1t, if per- 
formed, would have descended with the land to the heir, he 1s entitled, 
even though not named, to sue for a breach committed after the death of 
the testator. Lougher v Wilhams, 2 Lev 92 As, if A, the lessee, co- 
venants with B, the landlord, to repair, and after B.’s death suffers the 
premises to be out of repair, B ’s heir may sue for damages for that breach 
of the covenant. On the other hand, whether the covenant concern the 
realty or the personalty, 1f the breach was in the life-time of the coven- 
antee, and the personal estate was thereby injured, the executor or 
administrator may sue upon the covenant Lucyv Levington, 2 Lev. 26. 
Shep. Touch 175. Kingdon v Nottle, 1 M.&S. 355, 

The next point to consider will be, who may be bound by covenants, 
though not parties to the deed containing them , the persons as to whom 
this question can arise, are heirs, executors or administrators, and assigns. 
The heir will be liable on the covenant of his ancestor to the extent of 
the land descended to him in almost every case where he 1s expressly 
named, and scarcely in any, where he 1s not so named. Shep. Touch 178 
The habilty of the executor or administrator does not depend upon his 
being expressly named; whether named or not, he will be bound 1n every 
case, except where the covenant 1s such as in Its nature must be performed 
personally by the testator, and determines by Ins death Hyde v. Dean 
and Canons of Windsor, Cro. Ehz. 553 

The hability of the assignees depends upon no one common principle, 
in some cases they are bound, though not named in the covenant, is,.some 
they are only bound 1f named, and in some they are not bound although 
named. Where the covenant runs with the land, the assignee who has 
the land, takes the obligation with it, as annexed to 1t and inherent in it, 
according to the maxim transit terra cum onere. But where the covenant 
extends to something not in being at the time of the demise made, as to 
build a new house within a given time on the premises, here, in legal 
reasoning, it is impossible to consider that as annexed and appurtenant to 
the land, which at the time of the demise made, related only to something 
not in being, and therefore merely as the assignee and holder of the land, 
and not named in the covenant, the law raises no obligation in him tq 
perform it ; but, at the same time, as it is to be done upon the land, and to 


n 3 benefit 


158 PRIVATE Boox Hi. 


act, it is an express contract, as much as any covenant; and 
the breach of it is an equal injury. The remedy indeed is not 
exactly the same: since, instead of an action of covenant, there 
only lies an action upon the case, for what is called the assump- 
sit or undertaking of the defendant; the failure of performing 
which is the wrong or injury done to the plaintiff, the damages 
whereof a jury are to estimate and settle. As, if a builder 
promises, undertakes, or assumes to Caius, that he will build 
and cover his house within a time limited, and fails to do it; 
Caius has an action on the case against the builder, for this 
breach of his express promise, undertaking, or assumpszt , and 
shall recover a pecuniary satisfaction for the injury, sustained 
by such delay. (11) So also in the case before-mentioned, of 





benefit the land of which he is the assignee, there 18 no injustice or incongru- 
ity in making him hable, 1f he be named And this 1s the rule as to such 
covenants. But if the thing thus to be done at a future time has no refer- 
ence to the land demised, but 1s to be done elsewhere, as to build a house 
on other premises, here the circumstance which in the last case admitted 
of the assignee’s liability where named, 1s wanting ; here, there 1s no con- 
nection at all between the thing to be done, and that which alone makes 
the assignee hable to any covenants, vz the enjoyment of the land, and 
therefore, he 1s not bound even though named Lastly, if the covenant 
relates merely to personal goods, the assignec, though named, 1s not bound 
by it; as 1fa man lets a flock of sheep to another who covenan‘s for him- 
self and his assigns to restore them at the end of the term im as good a 
plight, or to pay such a price for them; and afterwards he assigns them 
over; the whole contract here 1s entirely personal between the first con- 
tracting parties; the money annually paid for the sheep may be called 
rent, but 1n fact 1t does not possess any of the legal qualities of rent; the 
expectancy which the owner has at the end of the term may be called his 
reversion, but it has none of the essential qualities of a reversion; the 
possession of the sheep creates no connection between the assignee and 
the owner, and, therefore, there 1s nothing upon which to fasten his hability 
to the covenant. Shep.Touch.178. 5Co 16 Vernon v. Smith, 5 B. 


7 Sere is yet another case in which a hability may attach upon a party, 
to perform a covenant which he has never sealed, 1n respect of his accept- 
ance of the estate to wh ch those covenants are annexed. Asif A leases 
to B. & C., and C. does not seal the deed, but takes the benefit of the 
leuse, 1t is said that he 1s as much bound to the performance of all the 
covenants, which run with the land, as if he had sealed. Co. Lit. 231.4 
Shep. Touch. 177. 

(11) The author has inadvertently omitted to state, both 1n his definition 
and his example, the indispensable ingredient of every valid promuse, a 

legal consideration ; but he has fully entered into that point in the 
3d Vol. p.442. There 1s also some looseness in the wording of other parts 
.of this paragraph, “ the solemnity of wrttsng and sealing” can never make a 
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a debt by simple contract, if the debtor promises*to pay it and 
does not, this breach of promise entitles the ereditor to his 
action on the case, instead of being driven to an action of 
debt*. Thus likewise a promissory note, or note of hand not 
under seal, to pay money at a day certain, 1s an express as- 
sumpsit, and the payee at common law, or by custom and act 
of parliament the indorsee ‘, may recover the value of the note 
in damages, if it remains unpaid. Some agreements indeed, 
though never so expressly made, are deemed of so important 
a nature, that they ought not to rest on verbal promise only, 
which cannot be proved but by the memory (which sometimes 
will induce the perjury) of witnesses. To prevent which, the 
statute of frauds and perjuries, 29 Car. II. c.3. enacts, that in 
the five following cases no verbal promise shail be sufficient to 
ground an action upon, but at the least some note or memoran- 
dum of it shall be made 1n writing, and signed by the party to 
be charged therewith (12) 1. Where an executor or admi- 


© 4 Rep. 94 f See book IJ. ch 30. 
promise “ absolutely a verbal covenant ,”’ nor does a contract necessarily 
become express, because it 1s to do an “ exphicit act,” there may be an 
implied contract to do an explicit act. The distinction, however, 1s cor- 
rectly taken in the 2d Vol. p 442. 

(12) “ Or some othe: person thereunto by him lawfully authorised.” 
It 1s impossible here to do more than lay down a few general rules, to be 
collected fiom the numerous cases which have been decided upon this 
section of the statute, without attempting to notice the distinctions to 
which they have led. The first rule 1s, that though the statute munposes 
the necessity of writing, 1t does not thereby waive any of the prior requ- 
sites to make a valid promise, and, therefore, whatever would have made 
a verbal promise ineffectual before the statute, as for example, the want of 
a sufficient consideration, will make a written promise equally so, since 
the statute 2d The statute requires “ the agreement, or some memo- 
“ randum, or note thereof” to be put in writing, this means, not merely 
what 1n a loose sense would be called the promise, but the contract and 
consideration, and, therefore, if the wmting contains merely what is 
to be done, and the consideration 1s not stated, nor can be implied, 
the statute will not have been comphted with. Saunders v. Wakefield, 
4B &A.595. 3d. The statute does not, in the language of the text, 
make the verbal contract in cases to which it aj ples “ void,” but 
takes away the remedy for enforcing 1t, so that the parties cannot 
treat it as a nullity, though unwritten, if they have executed 1¢ wholly 
orin part. 4th. To make a writing necessary under the second clause, it 
1s necessary that there should be a hability ™ the third person, as well as 
that which 1s attempted to be fixed on the partysued, If A orders B., 

N 4 a tradesman, 
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or an amercement set in a court-leet or court-baron upon any 

‘ of the suitors to the court (for otherwise it will not be bind- 
ing "), immediately create a debt in the eye of the law: and 
such forfeiture or amercement, if unpaid, work an injury to 
the party or parties entitled to receive it: for which the re- 
medy is by action of debt’. 


THE same reason may with equal justice be applied to all 
penal statutes, that is, such acts of parliament whereby a for- 
feiture is inflicted for trangressing the provisions therein 
enacted. The party offending is here bound by the funda- 
mental contract of society to obey the directions of the legisla- 
ture, and pay the forfeiture incurred to such persons as the 
law requires. The usual application of this forfeiture 1s either 
to the party aggrieved, or else to any of the king’s subjects in 
general. Of the former soit 1s the forfeiture inflicted by the 
statute of Winchester‘ (explained and enforced by several 
subsequent statutes’) upon the hundred wherein a man 1s 1ob- 
bed, which 1s meant to oblige the hundredors to make hue 
and cry after the felon; for if they take him, they stand ex- 
cused. But otherwise the paity robbed 1s entitled to piose- 
cute them by a special action on the case, fo. damages equiva- 
lent to his loss. And of the sane nature is the action given by 
statute 9 Geo. I. c.22., commonly called the black act, against 
the inhabitants of any hundred, in order to make satisfaction 
in damages to all persons who have suffered by the offences 
enumerated and made felony by that act. But, more usually, 
these forfeitures created by statute are given at large to any 
common informer; or, m other words, to any such person 
or persons as will sue for the same and hence such actions 
are called popular actions, because they are given to the peo- 
ple in general™. Sometimes one part is given to the king, to 
the poor, or to some public use, and the other part to the in- 

{ 162 J] former or prosecuto: . and then the suit is called a quz tam 
action, because it 1s brought by a person, “ gu tam pro domi- 
no rege, Fc. quam pro se tpso in hac parte sequitur.” If the 
king, therefore, himself commences this suit, he shall have the 


4 Law of Nin Prius, 167 197 Elz c.18. 29 Car.II ¢.7 
15 Hep.64 Hob. .09 8 Geo. II c.16 22 Geo II. ¢.24. 
k 18 Edw.T.c.1 ™ See book IT. ch 29, 
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whole forfeiture". But if any one hath begun a qui fam or popu- 
lar action, no other person can pursue it: and the verdict passed 
upon the defendant in the first suit is a bar to all others, and 
conclusive even to the hing himself. This has frequently oc- 
casioned offenders to procure their own friends to begin a suit, 
in order to forestall and prevent other actions: which practice 
is in some measure prevented by a statute made in the reign 
of a very sharp-sighted prince in penal laws, 4 Hen.VII. 
c.20., which enacts that no recovery, otherwise than by ver- 
dict, obtained by collusion in an action popular, shall be a bar 
to any other action prosecuted bona jide. (14) A provision, 
that seems borrowed from the rule of the Roman law, thnt if a 
person was acquitted of any accusation, merely by the preva- 
rication of the accusei, a new prosecution might be com- 
menced against him”. 


A seconD class of implied contracts are such: as do not arise 
from the eapress determination of any court, or the positive 
direction of any statute; but fiom natural reason, and the 
just construction of law. Which class extends to all pre- 
sumptive undertakings or assumpsi/s, which, though never 
perhaps actually made, yet constantly arise from this general 
implication and mtendment of the courts of judicature, that 
every man hath engaged to perform what his duty or justice 
requires. ‘Lhus, 


1. Ir I employ a person to transact any business for me, or 
perform any work, the law implies that I undertook or assumed 
to pay him so much as his labour deserved. And it I neglect 
to make him amends, he has a remedy for this injury by bring- 
ing his action on the case upon this implied assumps:t , where- 
in he is at liberty to suggest that I promised to pay him so 
much as he reasonably deserved, and then to aver that his 
trouble was really worth such a particular sum, which the 
defendant has omitted to pay. But this valuation of his trou- 


a 2 Hawk. P.C. c. 26. s 64. ° Ef 47 15,3. 


(14) And sf m the second action it be found that the recovery in the 
first was obtained by collusion, the defendant 1s liable to two years’ im- 
prisonment. § 2.2 
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ble is submitted to the determination of a jury ; who will assess 
such a sum in damages as they think he really merited. This 
is called an assumpsit on a quantum merutt. 


2. Tuer: is also an implied assumpsit on a quantum vale- 
bat, which is very similar to the former, being only where one 
takes up goods or wares of a tradesman, without expressly 
agreeing for the price. There the law concludes, that both 
parties did intentionally agree, that the real value of the goods 
should be paid; and an action on the case may be brought 
accordingly, if the vendee refuses to pay that value. 


8. A THIRD species of implied assumpsits is when one has 
had and received money belonging to another, without any 
valuable consideration given on the receiver’s part: for the 
law construes this to be money had and received for the use 
of the owner only; and implies that the person so receiving 
promised and undertook to account for it to the true proprie- 
tor. And, if he unjustly detains it, an action on the case lies 
against him for the breach of such implied promise and under- 
taking; and he will be made to repay the owner in damages, 
equivalent to what he has detaimed in violation of such his 
promise. This is a very extensive and beneficial remedy, 
applicable to almost every case where the defendant has re- 
ceived money which ex aequo ct bono he ought to refund. It 
lies for money paid by mistake or on a consideration which 
happens to fail, or through imposition, extortion, or oppres- 
sion, or where any undue advantage 1s taken of the plaintiff’s 
situation P. 


WHERE a person has laid out and expended his own 
money for the use of another, at his request, the law implies 
a promise of repayment, and an action will he on this as- 
sumpset 4, 


5. LikeEwiIsk, fifthly, upon a stated account between two 
merchants or other persons, the law implies that he against 
whom the balance appears has engaged to pay it to the other 
though there be not any actual promise. And from this im- 


P 4 Barr.1012., 4 Carth 446. 2gKeb.99. 
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plication it is frequent for actions on the case to be brought, 
declaring that the plaintiff and defendant had settled their 
accounts together, zs¢mul computassent, (which gives name to 
this species of assumpsit,) and that the defendant engaged to 
pay the plaintiff the balance, but has since neglected to do it. 
But if no account has been made up, then the legal remedy is 
by bringing a writ of account de computo'; commanding the 
defendant to render a just account to the plaintiff, or shew 
the court good cause to the contrary. In this action, if the 
plaintiff succeeds, there are two judgments: the first is, that 
the defendant do account (quod computet) before auditors ap~ 
pointed by the court; and, when such account is finished, 
then the second judgment 1s, that he do pay the plaintiff so 
much as he is found in arrear. This action, by the old com- 
mon law’, lay only against the parties themselves, and not 
their executors; because matters of account rested solely on 
their own knowledge. (15) But this defect, after many fruit- 
less attempts 1n parliament, was at last remedied by statute 
4 Ann. c.16. which gives an action of account against the ex- 
ecutors and administrators. But, however, it 1s found by ex- 
perience, that the most ready and effectual way to settle these 
matters of account is by bill in a court of equity, where a 
discovery may be had on the defendant’s oath, without relying 
merely on the evidence which the plaintiff may be able to pro- 
duce. Wherefore actions of account to compel a man to 
bring in and settle his accounts, are now very seldom used ; 
though, when an account is once stated, nothing is more 
common than an action upon the implied assumpszt to pay the 
balance. 


6. The last class of contracts, implied by reason and con- 
struction of law, arises upon this supposition, that every one 
who undertakes any office, employment, trust, or duty, con- 


TFN B 116. *Co Litt 90. 


OL re A EP FE ey SC PNA RIN SSE SE SENSIS AGASSI SAAN! Sein 


(15) Except in case of the king, who, by prerogative, had an action of 
gccount against an executor. Litt.s.125, 11Rep 90. And where two 
merchants had traded jointly, the executor of one dying first, had by the 
common law the action against the survivor. F.N.B.117. ‘fhe action of 
account ig given fo executors by 15E.1. c 25., to executors of executors by 
255.3. st.5, c. 5., and to administrators by 31 E.3. ¢.11. 
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with a common farrier, that he shoes a horse well, without 

laming him; with a common tailor, or other workman, that 

he performs his business in a workmanlike manner ; in which, 

if they fail, an action on the case lies to recover damages for 
{ 166 ] such breach of their general undertaking’. But if I employ 
Y11 Rep 54, 1 Saund. 312. 


a 





or by the king’s enemies That he has been robbed of the goods by an over- 
whelming force is no excuse for him, “ for fear 1t may give room for collusion, 
that the carrier may contrive to be robbed on purpose, and share the spoil ” 
This great responsibility has induced them almost universally to refuse to 
carry goods beyond a specified value, unless the owner will pay them a pro- 
portionate premium, and the manner in which they announce such determin- 
ation 18 by notices, which turn the general and implied contract into a 
special contract, and limit their responsibility according to the terms of them 
These notices are clearly legal, but as thev are in restraint of a common 
law lability, they are watched by the courts with a jealous eye, and it 1s 
therefore absolutely necessary to bring a knowledge of the notice home to 
the party who delivers the goods to the carrier, thus, where the notice 
1s 1n the office, and the goods are sent for and taken up at the individual’s 
house, or the notice 1s 1n offices at cach end of the whole journey, but the 
goods are taken up at some inteimediate stage, unless knowledge of the 
terms can be brought home to the consignor of the goods, the carrier takes 
them upon his general responsibility And even where the consignor of 
the goods 1s clearly fixed with a knowledge of the notice, and does not 
pay the increased rate of premium, still the carrier will be lable for any 
loss resulting from his own gross negligence or positive misconduct. The 
question, however, of gross rfegligence, will depend in some measure on the 
value of the parcel, and this circumstance may sometimes let the carrier 
into a defence quite independent of his notice; for it has been held on 
general piinciples, that where the consignor unfairly conceals the value of 
the goods, by which he disarms as it were the vigilance of the carrier, he 
can maintain no action for the loss 

It 18 obvious that on legal principles it can make no difference whether the 
carriage 1s by land or water, but independently of that protection which a 
party may afford himself by notice, the legislature has interfered to limit the 
lability of water-carriers by sea By stat.7G.2.c.15.and 26G5 c 86. 
it is in substance enacted that the owner of the vessel shall not be liable 
beyond the value of the vessel and the freight of the voyage, where the 
loss is occasioned either by the fraud of the master or mariers, or of any 
other person without the owner’s privity, and if there are several freighters, 
and the value of the goods stolen exceeds that of the ship and freight, 
they are to receive a rateable compensation. But the owner will not be 
hable for any robbery of gold, silver, diamonds, watches, jewels, or pre- 
cious stones committed without his privity, unless the shipper at the time 
of shipping discloses their quality and value to the owner of the vessel ; 
neither will he be hable for any loss by fire These statutes leave. the 
water-carrier’s hability for misconduct 3 negligence of his own, un- 
touched. 


Ch. 9. WRONGS. 166 


@ person to transact any ‘of these concerns, whése common 
profession and business it is not, the law implies no such gene- 
sai wndertaking; but, in order to charge him with damages, 
a special agreement is required. Also, if an inn-keeper, or 
other victualler, hangs out a sign and opens his house for tra- 
vellers, 1t 1s an implied engagement ‘to entertain all persons 
who travel that way; and upon this universal assumpsit an 
action on the case will le against him for damages, if he, with- 
out good reason, refuses to admit a traveller*. (20) If any 
one cheats me with false cards or dice, or by false weights 
and measures, or by selling me one commodity for another, 
an action on the case lies also against him for damages, upon 
the contract which the law always implies, that every transac- 
tion 1s fair and honest*. In contracts likewise for sales, it is 
constantly understood that the seller undertakes that the 
commodity he sells 1s his own; and if 1t proves otherwise, an 
action on the case lies against him, to exact damages for this 
deceit. In contracts for provisions, it is always implied that 
they are wholesome; and if they be not, the same remedy 
may be had. Also, if he that selleth any thing doth upon 
the sale warrant it to be good, the law annexes a tacit contract 
to this warranty, that if it be not so, he shall make compens- 
ation to the buyer: else it 1s an injury to good faith, for 
which an action on the case will lie to recover damages °. 
The warranty must be upon the sale, for if 1t be made after, 
and not at the time of the sale, it 1s a void warranty‘: for it 
is then made without any consideration; neither does the 
buyer then take the goods upon the credit of the vendor. 
Also the warranty can only reach to things in being at the 
time of the warranty made, and not to things 27 futuro, as, that 
a horse zs sound at the buying of him, not that he will be 
sound two years hence. (21) But ifthe vendor knew the goods 


24 Vent 333 5FN B 94. 
210 Rep 56. © Finch L.189 


(20) It*has been ruled, that a undertaking does not extend to the 


furnishing travellers with post-horses, though the innkeeper has a hence, 
and has horses at liberty in his stables Dicas v Hides, 1 Holt, N. P. 207. 
per Le Blanc J. 
(21) This position 1s taken from Finch, who cites for it the Year Book, 
11E 46., where a dictum of Choke J. will be found to that effect with 
VOL. II. “ "§ oO an 
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to be unsound, and hath used any art to disguise them *, or if 
they are in any shape different from what he represents them 
to be to the buyer, this artifice shall be equivalent to an ex- 
press warranty, and the vendor is answerable for their good- 
ness. A general warranty will not extend to guard against 
defects that are plainly and obviously the object of one’s senses, 
as ifa horse be warranted perfect, and wants either a tail or 
an ear, unless the buyer in this case be blind. But if cloth 1s 
warranted to be of such a length, when it is not, there an 
action on the case lies for damages; for that cannot be dis- 
cérned by sight, but only by a collateral proof, the measuring 
it®. Alsoif a horse 1s warranted sound, and he wants the 
sight of an eye, though this seems to be the object of one’s 
senses, yet as the discernment of such defects 1s frequently 
matter of skill, 1t hath been held that an action on the case 
lieth to recover damages for this imposition‘. 


“2 Roll. Rep 5 € Finch L 189 f Salk 211 


an instance less to the purpose than that given in the text, that a war- 
ranty that a hotse will carry me thirty leagues in a day 1s void, which in 
common sense seems rather a warranty of a present capability, than of a 
future event In the case of Eden vy Parkison, Doug! 732 Lord Mans- 
field, after the passage m the text had been cited, said, “ there 1s no doubt 
“ but you may warrant a future event ’’ It 1s not however difficult to 
reconcile the authorities: the old mode of proceeding for a breach of a 
warranty was by an action for deceit; and, therefore, 1f the seller affirmed 
that which could not deceive the buyer, as he did when he undertook for 
something future, 1t must be taken that the buyer received no damage, 
that 1s, was not induced to buy thereby, and therefore no action was 
maintainable Thus, in the same case, Brian J. says, if a man sell me seed, 
and warrants it to be good, and 1t 1s bad, or that it 1s seed of such a country, 
if it be not so, I shall have an action of deceit, for I could not know, but 
he that sells to me, could, but if he warrants me that the seeds shall grow, 
such warranty 1s void, for it 1s not in him to warrant that, but 1n God only. 
Upon the same principle may be founded the decisions that warranties are 
void, which regard the plain objects of our senses. No man 1s induced by 
a warranty to believe that a horse has a tail, 1f he sees him without one 
But the modern remedy 1s by an actio assumpsut on the promise, in 
which the deceit of the seller 1s immaterial, and to such a case Lord Mgns- 
field referred, the effect of the undertaking now 1s not so much that the 
thing 1s so and so, but to pay a compensation if it 1s not, and therefore 
the knowledge of the insurer, and the contingency of the event, become 
immaterial. The case of Williamson v Alhson, 2 East, 449 does not contta- 
dict this distinction. 
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Besrpes the special action on the case, there is also a pecu- 
liar remedy, intitled an action of dece:t*, to give damages in 
some particular cases of fraud; and principally where one 
man does any thing in the name of another, by which he is 
dedbived or injured"; as if one brings an action in another’s 
name, and then suffers a nonsuit, whereby the plaintiff be- 
comes liable to costs: or where one obtains or suffers a frau- 
dulent recovery of lands, tenements, or chattels, to the pre- 
judice of him that hath right. As when by collusion the 
attorney of the tenant makes default in a real action, or where 
the sheriff returns that the tenant was summoned when he 
was not so, and m either case he loses the land, the writ of 
deceit les against the demandant, and also the attorney or the 
sheriff and his officers; to annul the former proceedings, and 
recover back the land‘, It also lies in the cases of warranty 
before-mentioned, and other personal injuries committed con- 
trary to good faith and honesty“. But an action on the case, 
for damages, in nature of a writ of dccezt, is more usually 
brqught upon these occasions’. And, indeed, it 1s the only™ 
remedy for a lord of a manor, in o1 out of antient demesne, 
to reverse a fine or recovery had in the king’s courts of lands 
lying within his jurisdiction; which would otherwise be there- 
by turned into frank fee. And this may be brought by the 
lord against the parties and cestuy que use of such fine or reco- 
very: and thereby he shall obtain yudgment not only for da- 
mages (which are usually remitted), but also to recover his 
court, and jurisdiction over the lands, and to annul the former 
proceedings”. 


Tuus much for the non-performance of contracts express or 
impled; which meludes every possible injury to what is by 
far the most considerable species of personal property; vz. 
that which consists in actton merely, and not in possession. 
Which finishes our inguiries into such wrongs as may be 
offered to personal property, with their several remedies by 
suit or action. 


& F.N B.95. ! Booth, 253 Co. Entr. 8. 

h Law of mzsz prius, 30 ™ 3 Lev. 419, 
_ 4, Booth, real actions, 251. Rast " Rast. Entr.100.b 3 Lev. 415." 
Entr.221,222. See pag. 405 Lutw. 711,749. 

k BLN, B. 98. 
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CHAPTER THE TENTH. 


or INJURIES tro REAL PROPERTY; ann 
First oF DISPOSSESSION, or OUSTER 
oF THE FREEHOLD. 


COME now to consider such injuries as affect that species 

of property which the laws of England have denominated 
real, as being of a more substantial and permanent nature, 
than those transitory rights of which personal chattels are the 
object. 


REAL injuries then, or injuries affecting real rights, are prin- 
cipally six: 1. Ouster; 2. Trespass ; 3. Nuisance; 4.Waste ; 
5. Subtraction; 6. Disturbance. 


OusrTER, or dispossession, 1s a wrong or injury that carries 
with it the amotion of possession: for thereby the wrong- 
doer gets into the actual occupation of the land or heredita- 
ment, and obliges him that hath a right to seek his legal te- 
medy, in order to gain possession, and damages for the injury 
sustained. And such ouster, or dispossession, may either 
be of the freehold or of chattels real. Ouster of the freehold 
is effected by one of the following methods: 1. Abatement; 
9, Intrusion; 3. Disseisin; 4. Discontinuance; 5. Deforce- 
ment. All of which, in their order, and afterwards their re- 
spective remedies, will be considered in the present chapter, 


1. Ann first, an abatement is where a person dies seised of 
an inheritance, and before the heir or devisee enters, a 
stranger who has no right makes entry, and gets possession 
of the freehold; this entry of him is called an abatement, and 
he himself is denominated an abator*, It is to be observed 
that this expression, of abateng, which is derived from the 


' Finch, L195. 
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French, and signifies to quash, beat down, or destroy, is used 
by our law in three senses. The-first, which seems to be the 
primitive sense, is that of abating or beating down a nuisance, 
of which we spoke in the beginning of this book®; and in a 
like sense it is used in statute Westm.1. 3 Edw.1. c.17. where 
mention is made of abating a castle or fortress; in which case 
it clearly signifies to pull it down, and level it with the ground. 
The second signification of abatement, is that of abating’a 
writ or action, of which we shall say more hereafter: here it 
is taken figuratively, and signifies the overthrow or defeating 
of such writ, by some fatal exception to it. The last species 
of abatement 1s that we have now before us; which is also a 
figurative expression to denote that the rightful possession or 
freehold of the heir or devisee is overthrown by the rnde ine 
tervention of a stranger. 


Tuts abatement of a freehold is somewhat similar to an 
immediate occupancy in a state of nature, which is effected 
by taking possession of the land the same instant that the 
prior occupant by his death relinquishes it. But this, how- 
ever agreeable to natural justice, considering man merely as 
an individual, 1s diametrically opposite to the law of society, 
and particularly the law of England; which, for the preserv- 
ation of public peace, hath prohibited as far as possible all ac- 
quisitions by mere occupancy ; and hath directed that lands, 
on the death of the present possessor, should immediately vest 
either in some person, expressly named and appointed by the 
deceased, as his devisee; or, on default of such appointment, 
in such of his next relations as the law hath selected and 
pointed out as his natural representative or heir. Every entry 
therefore of a mere stranger by way of intervention betwéen 
the ancestor and heir, or person next entitled, which keeps 
the heir or devisee out of possession, 1s one of the highest in- 
juries to the rights of real property. 


2. THE second species of i injury by ouster, or amotion of 
possession from the freehold, is by antruscon; which is the 
entry of a stranger, after a particular estate of freehold is de- 
termined, before him in remainder or reversion. And it haps 


> Pag 5. 
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‘/ oe . 
pens where a tenant for term of life dieth seised of certain 


lands and tenements, and a stranger entereth thereon, after 
such death of the tenant, and befor® any entry of him in re- 
mainder or reversion’, This entry and interposition of the 
stranger differ from-an abatement in this; that an abatement 
is always to the prejudice of the heir, or immediate devisee ; 
an intrusion is always to the prejudice of him in remainder 
or reversion. For example; if A dies seised of lands in fee- 
simple, and before the entry of B his heir, C enters thereon, 
this is an abatement; but if A be tenant for life, with re- 
mainder to B in fee-simple, and after the death of A, C en- 
ters, this is an intrusion. Also if A be tenant for life on lease 
from B, or his ancestors, or be tenant by the curtesy, or in 
dower, the reversion being vested in B; and after the death 
of A, C enters and keeps B out of possession, this is likewise 
an intrusion. So that an intrusion is always immediately 
consequent upon the determination of a particular estate; an 
abatement is always consequent upon the descent or devise of 
an estate in fee-simple. And in either case the injury 1s 
equally great to him whose possession 1s defeated by this un- 
lawful occupancy. 


8. ‘Tue third species of injury by ouster, or privation of 
the freehold, is by dzssezson. Disseisin 1s a wrongful putting 
out of him that 1s seised of the freehold’. The two former 
species of injury were by a wrongful entry where the possession 
was vacant; but this 1s an attack upon him who is in actual 
possession, and turning him out of it. Those were an ouster 
from a freehold in law; this is an ouster from a freehold in 
deed. Disseisin may be effected either in corporeal inhe- 
ritances, or mcorporeal. Disseisin of things corporeal, as of 
houses, lands, &c. must be by entry and actual dispossession 
of the freehold®; as ifa man enters either by force or fraud 
into the house of another, and turns, or at least keeps, him or 
his servants out of possession. Dhisseisin of incorporeal here- 
ditaments cannot be an actual dispossession: for the subject 
itself is neither capable of actual bodily possession, nor dis- 
possession; but it depends on their respective natures, and 


© Co. Litt 277. F.N. B, 203, 204 © Co. Litt.181 
q Co, Litt. 27 Le 
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various kinds; being in general nothing more than a disturb- 
ance of the owner in the means of coming at, or enjoying 
them. With regard to freehold rent in .particular, our an- 
tient law-books‘ mentioned five methods of working a dissei- 
sin thereof: 1. By enclosure, where the tenant so encloseth 
the house or land, that the lord cannot come to distrein there- 
on, or demand it: 2. By forestalle:, or lymg in wait; when 
the tenant besetteth the way with force and arms, or by me- 
naces of bodily hurt affrights the lessor from coming: 3. By 
vescous, that is, either by violently retaking a distress taken, 
or by preventing the lord with force and arms from taking any 
at all: 4. By repleven , when the tenant replevies the distress 
at such time when his rent 1s really due: 5. By denzal, which 
is when the rent being lawfully demanded 1s not paid. All, 
or any of these circumstances amount to a disseisin of rent; 
that is, they wrongfully put the owner out of the only posses- 
sion of which the subject matter is capable, namely, the 
receipt of it. (1) But all these disseisins, of hereditaments in- 
corporeal, are only so at the election and choice of the party 
injured ; if, for the sake of more easily trying the nght, he 1s 
pleased. to suppose himself disseised®. Otherwise, as there 
can be no actual dispossession, he cannot be compulsively dis- 
seised of any incoiporeal hereditament. 


AND so too, even in corporeal hereditaments, a man may 
frequently suppose himself to be disseised, when he ‘is not so 
in fact, for the sake of entitlng himself to the more easy and 
commodious remedy of an assise of novel dissezszn, (which will 
be explained in the sequel of this chapter,) instead of being 
driven to the more tedious piocess of a writ of entry". The 
true injury of compulsive disseisin seems to be that of dispos- 
sessing the tenant, and substituting one’s self to be the tenant of 
the lord in his stead; in order to which, in the times of pure 
feodal tenure, the consent or connivance of the lord, who upon 
every descent or alienation personally gave, and who therefore 


f Finch L 195,196. Litt § 237, &c. ” Hengh parv.c.7 1 Burrllo. * 
® Litt. § 588,589 


(1) The old law books make a distinction, which since the 4G.2 c.28 
(see ante, p. 6.) 1s no longer necessary, that rescous and replevin could be 
no disseisins of a rent-seck, as there was no right to distrein for it. 
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alone gould change, the seisin or investiture, seems to have 
been considered as necessary. But when in process of time 
the feodal form of alienations wore off, and the lord was no 
longer the instrument of giving actual seisin, it is probable that 
the lord’s acceptance of rent or service, from him who had 
dispossessed another, might constitute a complete disseisin. 
Afterwards, no regard was had to the lord’s concurrence, but 
the dispossessor himself was considered as the sole disseisor : 
and this wrong was then allowed to be remedied by entry only, 
without any form of law, as against the disseisor himself; but 
required a legal process against his heir or alienee. And 
when the remedy by assise was introduced under Henry II. 
to redress such disseisins as had been committed within a few 
years next preceding, the facility of that remedy induced others 
who were wrongfully kept out of the freehold, to feign or allow 
themselves to be disseised, merely for the sake of the remedy. 


TuHeEseE three species of myjury, abatement, entruscon, and 
dissersin, are such wherein the entry of the tenant ab znzéz0, as 
well as the continuance of his possession afterwards, 1s unlaw- 
ful. But the two remaining species are where the entry of the 
tenant was at first lawful, but the wrong consists in the detam- 
ing of possession afterwards. 


4. Sucw 1s, fourthly, the injury of dzscontenuance , which 
happens when he who hath an estate-tail, maketh a larger es- 
tate of the land than by law he 1s entitled to do’. mm which 
case the estate 1s good, so far as his power extends who made 
it, but no farther. (2) As if tenant in tail makes a feoffment in 

* Finch L 190 
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{2) Bacon, New Abr tit. Discontinuance, defines 1t to be “ such an 
“ alienation of the possession, whereby he who has a right to the mhert- 
** ance cannot enter, but 1s driven to his action”? The question whether 
any particular act has this effect, depends not so much on the quantity of 
estate which the wrong-doer has, as upon the mode of conveyance, by 
which he has done it For example, by the old law the disseassor, who 
has but a naked possession, might, by feoffment, and livery of seisin to a 
third person, discontinue the lawful estate of the disseissee, that 1s, take 
from him his right to re-vest 1t by mere entry; on the other hand, the 
tenant in tail, who has all but fhe fee-simple, may by lease and release 
profess to convey the inheritance 1n fee to one and his heirs, and yet dis- 
continue no estate, the form of the instrument operating to pass only 
whatever he lawfully can grant 
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fee-simple, or for the life of the feoffee, or in tail; all which are 
beyond his power to make, for that by the common law ex- 
tends no farther than to make a lease for his own life; in such 
case the entry of the feoffee 1s lawful during the life of the 
feoffor; but if he retains the possession after the death of the 
feoffor, 1t is an injury, which 1s termed a discontinuance: the 
antient legal estate, which ought to have survived to the heir 
in tail, being gone, or at least suspended, and for a while dis- 
continued. For, in this case, on the death of the alienors, ne1- 
ther the heir in tail, nor they in remainder or reversion expéct~ 
ant on the determination of the estate-tail, can enter on and 
possess the lands so alienated. Also, by the common law, the 
alienation of a husband who was seised in the right of his wife, 
worked a discontinuance of the wife’s estate: till the statute 
32 Hen. VIII. c.28. provided, that no act by the husband alone 
shall work a discontinuance of, or prejudice, the mheritance or 
freehold of the wife; but that, after his death, she or her heirs 
may enter on the lands in question. Formerly, also, if an 
alienation was made by a sole corporation, as a bishop or dean, 
without consent of the chapter, this was a discontinuance *. 
But this is now quite antiquated by the disabling statutes of 
1 Eliz.c.19. and 13 Eliz.c.10. which declare all such alien- 
ations absolutely void ab znztzo, and therefore at present no 
discontinuance can be thereby occasioned. 


5. Tue fifth and last species of injuries by ouster or priva~ 
tion of the freehold, where the entry of the present tenant or 
possessor was @riginally lawful, but his detainer is now become 
unlawful, 1s that by deforcement. ‘This, in it’s most extensive 
sense, 15 nomen generalissmum, a much larger and more com- 
prehensive expression than any of the former: it then signify- 
ing the holdmg of any lands or tenements to which another 
person hath a right'. So that this includes as well an abate- 


k FEF N,B194. 1Co Litt 277 


In order to effect a general discontmuance, the alienation must be made 
with livery of seisin, or what 1s equivalent to 1t, though the estates of 
particular persons may be discontinued by other modes, in order to avoid 
curcuity ; a8 leave and release by tenant in tail, with warranty, will displace 
the estate of the issue on whom the warranty.descends. See ante, Vol.II. 
p 301. Litt § 592 Co, Litt, 3254 n.278, &c. 
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but peaceable, entry thereon, declaring that thereby he takes 

possession: which notorious act of ownership is equivalent to 

a feodal investiture by the lord*: or he may enter on any 

[ 175 ] part of it in the same county, declaring it to be in the name of 
the whole”: but if it lies in different counties, he must make 
different entries; for the notoriety of such entry or claim to the 
paresor freeholders of Westmoreland, 1s not any notoriety to. the 
pares or freeholders of Sussex. Also if there be ¢wo disveisors, 
the party disseised must make his entry on both, or if one dis- 
seisor has conveyed the lands with livery to two distinct feoffees, 
entry must be made on both* for as their seisin 1s distinct, so 
also must be the act which divests that seisin. If the claimant 
be deterred from entering by menaces or bodily fear, he may 
make clazm, as near to the estate as he can, wW&h the like forms 
and solemnities: which claim is in force for only a year and a 
day’. And this claim, if it be repeated once in the space of 
every year and day, (which 1s called contznual claim,) has the 
same effect with, and in all respects amounts to, a legal entry *. 
Such an entry gives a man seisin*, or puts into immediate 
possession him that hath right of entry on the estate, and thereby 
makes him complete owner, and capable of conveying it from 
himself by either descent or purchase. (3) 


Tis remedy by entry takes place in three only of the five 
species of ouster, vzz, abatement, intrusion, and disseisin >; for, 
as in these the original entry of the wrong-doer was unlawful, 
they may therefore be remedied by the mere entry of him who 
hath right. But, upon a discofttinuance or deforcement, the 
owner of the estate cannot enter, but 1s driven to his action: 
for herein the original entry being lawful, and thereby an ap- 
parent right of possession being gained, the law will not suffer 
that right to be overthrown by the mere act or entry of the 
claimant. Yeta man may enter® on his tenant by sufferance : 
for such tenant hath no freehold, but only a bare possession; 


¥ See Book IT. ch 14. pag.209. * The. § 419. 423, 

w Litt § 417. * Co, Litt.15. 

* Co Litt. 252, b Ibid 237, 238, 

Y Litt. § 422 © See Book IT. pag.150. 


See ante, Book II. p 312. 
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which may be defeated, like a tenancy at will, by the mere 
entry of the owner. “But if the owner thinks it more expe- 
dient to suppose or admit“ such tenant to have gained a tor- 
tious freehold, he is then remediable by writ of entry, ad ter- 
minum qui preterit. 


On the other hand, in case of abatement, intrusion, or dis 
‘seisin, where entries are generally lawful, this right of entry 
may be Zolled, that 1s, taken away by descent. Descents, which 
take away entries*®, are when any one, seised by any means 
whatsoever of the inheritance of a corporeal hereditament, dies, 
whereby the same descends to his heir: in this case, however 
feeble the right of the ancestor might be, the entry of any other 
person who claims title to the freehold is taken away; and he 
cannot recover possession against the heir by this summary 
method, but is driven to his action to gain a legal seisin of the 
estate. And this, first, becatise the heir comes to the estate 
by act of law, and not by his own act; the law therefore pro- 
tects his title, and will not suffer his possession to be devested, 
till the claimant hath proved a better right. Secondly, be- 
cause the heir may not suddenly know the true state of his 
title; and therefore the law, which 1s ever indulgent to heirs, 
takes away the entry of such claimant as neglected to enter on 
the ancestor, who was well able to defend his title; and leaves 
the claimant only the remedy of an action against the heir‘ 
Thirdly, this was admirably adapted to the military spirit of 
the feodal tenures, and tended to make the feudatory bold in 
war; since his children could not, by any mere entry of an- 
other, be dispossessed of the lands whereof he died seised. 
And, jastly, 1t 1s agreeable to the dictates of reason and the 
general principles of law. (4) - 


For, in every complete title ® to lands, there are two things 
necessary ; ‘the possession or seisin, and the right or property 
therein": or, as 1t 1s expressed in Fleta, jurzs et setsinae con» 

4 Co, Latt.57. ® See Book II ch 13 


© Litt. § 385—413: h Mirror c 2 §27 
f Co. Litt. 237. 


re 


(4) See Com. Dig,, tit. Discent, D. for many distingions as to what de- 
scents toll entry, and what not. 


[ 176 


176 PRIVATE Boox IIL. 


junctio'. Now if the possession be severed from the property, 
if A has the i proprietates, and B by Some unlawful means 
has gained possession of the lands, this is an injury to A; for 
[ 177 ] which the law gives a remedy, by putting him in possession, 
but does it by different means according to the circumstances 
of the case. Thus, as B, who was himself the wrongdoer, and 
hath obtained the possession by either fraud or force, hath only 
a bare or naked possession, without any shadow of mght; A 
therefore, who hath both the right of property and the right of 
possession, may put an end to his title at once, by the summary 
method of entry. But, if B the wrongdoer dies seised of the 
lands, then B’s heir advances one step farther towards a good 
title: he hath not only a dare possession, but also an apparent 
jus possessions, or right of possession. For the law presumes, 
that the possession which 1s transmitted from the ancestor to 
the heir, 1s a rightful possession, until the contrary be shewn: 
and therefore the mere entry of A 1s not allowed to evict the 
heir of B; but Ais driven to his action at law to remove the 
possession of the heir, though his entry alone would have dis- 
possessed the ancestor. 


So that in general it appears, that no man can recover pos- 
session by mere entry on lands, which another hath by descent. 
Yet this rule hath some exceptions * wherein those reasons 
cease, upon which the general doctrine 1s grounded ; especially 
if the @laimant were under any legal disabilities, durmg the 
life of the ancestor, either of infancy, coverture, imprisonment, 
sanity, or being out of the realm: 1n all which cases there 1s 
no neglect or daches in the claimant, and therefore no descent 
shall bar, or take away his entry’. And this title of taking 
away entries by descent, 1s still farther narrowed by the statute 
32 Hen. VIII. c.33. which enacts, that if any person disseises 
or turns another out of possession, no descent to the heir of the 
disseisor shall take away the entry of him that has*a right to 
the land, unless the disseisor had peaceable possession five 
years next after the disseisin. But the statute extendeth not 
to any feoffee or donee of the disseisor, mediate or immediate™: 


1273 615.§ 5. of which are well explained in Gubert’s 
* See the particular cases mentioned Jaw of tenures 
by Littleton, b 3 ch. 6, the principles 'Co Litt 246 
Bi ™ Tind. 256. 
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because such a one by the genuine feodal constitutions always 
came into the tenure solemnly and with the lord’s oncurrence, 
by actual delivery of seisin, that is, open and public investiture. 
On the other hand, it is enacted by the statute of limitations, 
21 Jac.I. c.16, that no entry shall be made by any man upon 
lands, unless within twenty years after his right shall accrue. (5) 
And by statute 4&5Ann. c.16. no entry shall be of force 
to satisfy the said statute of limitations, or to avoid a fine levied 
of lands, unless an action be thereupon commenced within one 
year after, and prosecuted with effect. 


Upon an ouster, by the discontinuance of tenant in tail, we 
have said that no remedy by mere entry 1s allowed; but 
that, when tenant in tail alienes the lands entailed, this takes 
away the entry of the issue in tail, and drives him to his ac- 
tion at law to recover the possession". For, as in the for- 
mer cases, the law will not suppose, without proof, that the 
ancestor of him in possession acquired the estate by wrong; 
and therefore, after five yeais’ peaceable possession, and a de- 
scent cast, will not suffer the possession of the heir to be dis- 
turbed by mere entry without action; so here the law will not 
suppose the discontinuor to have aliened the estate without 
power so to do, and therefore leaves the heir in tail to his ac- 
tion at law, and permits not his entry to be lawful. Besides, 
the alienee, who came into possession by a lawful conveyance, 
which was at least good foi the life of the alienor, hath not 


" Co Litt 325 


(5) This limitatron 1s subject to the same exceptions as have been enu- 
merated above, of infancy, coverture, insanity, imprisonment, and absence 
beyond seas, in which case, the party entitled, or his heir, as the case may 
be, may make his entry within ten years after the disability removed. 
That 1s, as the clause has been well explained by Lawrence J, the 
statute gives P the party to whom a right of entry accrues, and who 1s 
under a disabifity at the time, ten years after the disability removed, not- 
withstanding the twenty years should have elapsed after hus title first 
accrued, and ¢o hts hear the statute gives ten years after the death of such 
party dying under the disabihty It gives the heir ten years, and no more, 
whatever disability he may labour under during all that time. Doe v 
Jesson, 6 East, 85. In both cases the disability must exist at the moment 
of the right accruing, forif the twenty years under the statute once begin 
to run, no subsequent disability will prevent their progress and operation. 
Doe vy Jones, 4T.R 310 a 
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‘onl gia bare pogsession, but also an apparent right of posses- 
sion; which is notallowed to be devested by the mere entry 
of the claimant, -but continues in force till a better right be 
shewn, and recognized by a legal determination. And some- 
thing also, perhaps, in framing this rule of law, may be allowed 
to the inclination ofthe courts of justice, to go as far as they 
could in making estates-tail alienable, by declaring such alien- 
ations to be voidable only and not absolutely void. 


In case of deforcement also, where the deforciant had or- 
ginally a lawful possession of the land, but now detains it 
wrongfully, he still continues to have the presumptive p1zma 

[ 379 } facie evidence of right; that 1s, possession lawfully gamed. 
Which possession shall not be overturned by the mere entry 
of another; but only by the demandant’s shewing a better 
right in a course of law. 

Tuis remedy by entry must be pursued, according to sta- 
tute 5 Ric. II. st.1. c.8. in a peaceable and easy manner; and 
not with force or strong hand. Foi, if one turns or keeps 
another out of possession forcibly, this is an myury of both a 
civil and a criminal nature. The civil 1s remedied by imme- 
diate restitution; which puts the antient possessor 2m statu 
quo the criminal injury, or public wrong by breach of the 
king’s peace, is pumshed by fine to the king. (6) For by the 
statute 8 Hen.VI. c.9, ypon complaint made to any justice of 
the peace, of a forcible entry, with strong hand, on lands or 
tenements; or a forcible detainer after a peacable entry; he 
shall try the truth of the complaint’ by jury, and upon force 
found, shall restore the possession to the party so put out : 
and in such case, ot if any alienation be made to defraud the 
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(6) As to the punishment for the criminal injury, see Vol.I ; #148 The 
civil injury is remediable also by action on the statutes of R.2 and H.6 
Com. Dig., Forceable Entry,C Pleader; 2S. 20 ; mn which the plaintiff, 

he recovers, will have treble damages But I conceive that he will not 
recover in an action, if he has no title, and the defendant 1s the lawful 
owner, on the same principle that 1t has been determined that a tenant 
who holds over after the expiration of his term, and notice to quit, cannot 
maintain an action of trespass against his landlord who forcibly enters, 
or distrein the cattle which he puts in by way of taking possession. See 
Z'urner v. Meymett, 1 Bingh 158 Taunton v Costar,7'T. R. 431, 
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possessor of his right, (which is likewise dec]gred to be abeos, 
lutely void,) the offender shall forfeit, fot the’ foreg found, tre- 
ble damages to the party grieved, and make: fine and ransom 
to the king. But, this does not extend to such as endeavour 
to keep possession manu forti, after three years peaceable en- 
joyment of either themselves, their ancestors, or those under 
whom they claim ; by a subsequent clause of the same statute, 
enforced by statute $1 Eliz. c.11. 


II. Tuus far of remedies, where the tenant or occupier of 
the land hath gained only a mere possession, and no apparent 
shadow of right. Next follow another class, which are in use 
where the title of the tenant or occupier is advanced one step 
nearer to perfection; so that he hath in him not only a bare 
possession, which may be destroyed by a bare entry, but also 
an apparent right of possession, which cannot be removed but 
by orderly course of law; in the process of which it must 
be shown, that though he hath at present possession and 
therefore hath the presumptive right, yet there is a right of 
possession, superior to his, residing in him who brings the 
action. 


THESE remedies are either by a writ of entry, or an assise ; 
which are actions merely possessory; serving only to regain 
that possession, whereof the demandant (that is, he who sues 
for the land) or his ancestors have heen unjustly deprived by 
the tenant or possessor of the freehold, or those under whom 
he claims. They decide nothing with respect to the right of 
property, only restoring the demandant to that state or situ- 
ation, in which he was (or by law ought to have been) before 
the dispossession committed. But this without any preju- 
dice to the right of ownership: for, if the dispossessor has 
any le ge claim, he may afterwards exert it, notwithstanding 
a recéver¥ against him in these possessory actions. Only the 
law will not suffer him be his own judge, and either take 
or maintain possession of the lands, until he hath recovered 
them by legal means": rather presuming the right to have 
accompanied the antient seisin, than to reside in one who-had 
no such evidence in his favour. 


® Mir, c.4. 
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* 4, Tue first of these possessory remedies is by writ of entry ; 


‘ which is that which disproves the title of the tenant or pos- 


“~ 


sessor, by shewitig the unlawful means by which he entered 
or continues possession®. The writ is directed to the sheriff, 
requiring him to “command the tenant of the land that he 
“ render (in Latin, praecipe quod reddat) to the demandant 
‘6 the land in question, which he claims to be his right and in- 
‘¢ heritance; and into which, as he saith, the said tenant had 
“ not entry but by (or after) a disseisin, intrusion, or the 


6 like, made to the said demandant, within the time limited 


- 


f 181°] 
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s by law for such actions; or that upon refusal he do ap- 
¢¢ pear in court on such a day, to shew wherefore he hath not 
* done it.” This is the original process, the praeczpe upon 
which all the rest of the suit 1s grounded; wherein it appears, 
that the tenant is required, either to deliver seisin of the 
lands, or to shew cause why he will not. This cause may be 
either a denial of the fact, of having entered by or under such 
means as are suggested, or a justification of his entry by rea- 
son of title in himself or in those under whom he makes claim : 
whereupon the possession of the land is awarded to him who 
produces the clearest right to possess it. 


our antient books we find frequent mention of the degrees 
within which writs of entry are brought. If they be brought 
against the party himself that did the wrong, then they only 
charge the tenant himself with the injury; “ non habwit in- 
6 pressum nist per intrusionem quam upse fecit.” But if the 
intruder, disseisor, or the like, has made any alienation of the 
land to a third person, or it has descended to his heir, that 
circumstance must be alleged in the writ, for the action 
must always be brought against the tenant of the land; and 
the defect of his possessory title, whether arising from his 
own wrong or that of those under whom he claims, must be 
set forth. One such alienation gy descent makes the first? 
degree, which is called the per, B cause then the form of a 
writ of entry is this; that the tenant had not entry, but by 


¢ Finch, L. 261. - to consist in the original wrong done, 

P See Vol. II. Append No.V.§1. the second 4n the per, andthe third in 

% Finch. L,262.° Booth indeed (of the per and cuz. But the difference 1s 
real actions, 172.) makes the firstdegree immaterial, 
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the original wrongdoer, who alienated the. lgnd, or from” 
whom it descended, to him: “ non habutt ingr@ssum nisi per 
“© Gulrelmum, qui se in illud intrusit, et illud tenenti dimisit'.” 
A second alienation or descent makes another degree, called 
the per and cut ; because the form of a writ of entry, in that 
case, is, that the tenant had not entry, but by or under a prior 
alienee, Zo whom the intruder demised it; “ zon habutt in- 
gressum nis: per Recardum, cui Gulzelmus allud dimisit, qu se 
wn wlud intrusit’.” ‘These degrees thus state the original 
wrong, and the title of the tenant who claims under such 
wrong. If more than two degrees (that is, two alienations 
or descents) were past, there lay no writ of entry at the com- 
mon law. For as it was provided, for the quietness of men’s 
inheritances, that no one, even though he had the true right 
of possession, should enter upon him who had the appa- 
rent right by descent or otherwise, but he was driven to his 
writ of entry to gain possession ; so, after more than two de- 
scents ar two conveyances were passed, the demandant, 
even though he had the right both of possession and property, 
was not allowed this possessory action; but was driven to his 
writ of right, a long and final remedy, to punish his neglect 
in not sooner putting in his claim, while the degrees subsisted, 
and for the ending of suits, and quieting of all controversies‘. 
But by the statute of Marlbridge, 52 Hen.III. c.29. it was 
provided, that when the number of alienations or descents 
exceeded the usual degrees, a new writ should be allowed 
without any mention of degrees at all. And accordingly a 
new writ has been framed, called a writ of entry in the post, 
which only alleges the injury of the wrongdoer, without de- 
ducing all the intermediate title from him to the tenant: 
stating it in this manner ; that the tenant had not entry unless 
after, or subsequent to, the ouster or injury done by the origi- 
nal dispossessor; “ non habuit ingressum nisi post tntrusionem 
© guan* Gulielmus in illud fecit ,” and rightly concluding, 
that if the original title Wis wrongful, all claims derived from 
thence must participate of the same wrong. Upon the lat- 
ter of these writs it is (the writ of entry sur dzsseisin in the 
post) that the form of our common recoveries of landed 


T Booth.181. « t2 Inst,153. 
* Finch. L263. F.N.B. 203,204, 
ye 2 


Me PRIVATE Boox I. 


of > 
estates’ is usnally grounded, which, we may remember, were 
observed in the prceding volume" to be fictitious actions 
brought against the tenant of the freehold, (usually called 
the tenant to the praeczpe, or writ of entry,) in which by col- 
lusion the demandant recovers the land. 


Tuis remedial instrument, of writ of entry, is applicable 
to all the cases of ouster before-mentioned, except that of dis- 
continuance by tenant in tail, and some peculiar species of 
deforcements. Such is that of deforcement of dower, by not 
assigning any dower to the widow within the time limited by 

[ 183 }] law; for which she has her remedy by writ of dower, unde 
nihil habet*. But if she be deforced of part only of her dower, 
she cannot then say that zzhzl habet, and therefore she may 
have recourse to another action, by writ of right of dower, 
which is a more general remedy, extending either to part or 
the whole; and 1s (with regard to her claim) of the same 
nature as the grand writ of mght, whereof we shall pre- 
sently speak, 1s with regard to claims in fee-simple*. On 
the other hand, if the heir (being within age) or his guardian, 
assign her more than she ought to have, they may be reme- 
died by a writ of admeasurement of dower’. But in general 
the writ of entry 1s the universal remedy to recover pos- 
session, when wrongfully withheld from the owner. It were 
therefore éndless to recount all the several divisions of writs of 
entry, which the different circumstances of the respective de- 

-mandants may require, and which are furmshed by the laws 
of England*: being plainly and clearly chalked out in that 


¥ See Book IJ Append, No. V, 

“ Book II. ch.21. 

~ FN B.147, 

* Tbid.8- 

Y FLN B.148. Finch. .314. Strat. 
Westm.2, 13 Ed.I. ¢ 7. 

2 See Bracton. 1.4. ir.7. c.6. § 4 
Bnitton. c.114. fol.268. The most 
usunl were, 1. The writs of entry sur 
duserin, and of intrusion (F.N,B.191. 
203 ) which are brought to remedy 
either of those species of ouster. 2. The 
writs of dum fuit wufra aetatem, and 
dum fuat non compos mentis (Ibid.192. 


202.) which le for a person of full age 
or one who hath recovered his under- 
standing , after having (when under age 
or insane) aliened his lands, (7) or for 
the heirs of such ahenor. 8, The writs 
of cuz i vita, and cuz ante adwortum - 
(Zid 193.204.) for a worhan, when a 
wido or divorced, whose husband 
during the coverture (cus im vila sua, 
vel cut ante dworttum, ysa contradicere 
mon potut) hath aliened her estate. 
4 The writ ad communem legem. (Ibwd. 
207,) for the reversioner, after the alien» 
ation and death of the particular tenant 
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most antient and highly venerable collection, offlegal forms, 
the registrum omnium brevtum, or register of such writs as are 
suable out of the king’s courts, upon which Fitzherbert’s na- 
tura brevium is a comment; and in which every man who is 
injured will be sure to find a method of relief, exactly adapted 
to his own case, described in the compass of a few lines, and 
yet without the omission of any material circumstance. So 
that the wise and equitable provisions of the statute Westm.2. 
13 Edw.I. c.24. for framing new writs when wanted, is almost 
rendered useless by the very great perfection of the antient 
forms. And indeed I know not whether it is a greater credit 
to our laws, to have such a provision contained in them, or not 
to have occasion, or at Jeast very rarely, to use it. 


In the times of our Saxon ancestors, the right of possession 
seems only to have been recoverable by writ of entry*, which 
was then usually brought in the county-court. And it is to 
be observed, that the proceedings in these actions were not 
then so tedious when the courts were held, and process issued 
from and was returnable therein at the end of every three 
weeks, as they became after the conquest, when all causes 
were drawn into the king’s courts, and process issued only 
from term to term; which was found exceedingly dilatory, 
being at least four times as slow as the other. And hence a 
new remedy was invented in many cases, to do justice to the 
people, and to determine the possession in the proper coun- 
ties, and yet by the king’s judges. ‘This was the remedy by 
assise, which is called by statute Westm.2. 13 Edw.I. c.24. 
Jestinum remedium, in comparison with that by a writ of entry ; 
it not admitting of many dilatory pleas and proceedings, to 
which other real actions are subject °, 


for life. 5. The writs in casu proviso is withheld by the lessee or a stranger 
and wz consimui casu, (Jind. 205. 206.) after the determination of a lease for 
which lay not ad communem legemp,but years. 7. The writ causa matrimons 
are given by stat.Gloc. 6 Edw.I.c.7. praelocut: (Ibwd,.205.) for a woman 
and Westm.2. 13 Ed I. ¢ 24. for the who giveth land toa man in fee or for 
reversioner after the alienation, but life, to the intent that he may marry 
duting the life, of the tenant in dower her, and he doth not. And the like in 
or other tenant for life. 6 The writ case of other deforcements. 

ad terminum qut praetertit. (Ibid. 201.) * Gilb. Ten. 42. 

for the revermoner, when the possession » Booth.262, 


PS 
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tablish an equal division of the land in question, where on the 
death of an ancestor, who has several heirs, one enters and 
holds the others out of possession". But a man is not allowed 
to have any of these actions ancestrel for an abatement conse- 
quent on the death of ary collateral relation, beyond the fourth 
degree °; though in the lineal ascent he may proceed ad infi- 
nitum®. For there must be some boundary ; else the privilege 
would be universal, which is absurd: and therefore the law 
pays no regard to the possession of a collateral ancestor, who 
was no nearer than the fifth degree. 


It was always held to be law 4, that where lands were devis- 
able in a man’s last will by the custom of the place, there an 
assise of mort d’ancestor did not lie. For, where lands were 
80 devisable, the right of possession could never be determined 
by a process, which inquired only of these two points, the 
seisin of the ancestor, and the heirship of the demandant. And 
hence it may be reasonable to conclude, that when the statute 
of wills, 32 Hen. VIII. c.1. made all socage lands devisable, an 
assise of mort d’ancestor no longer could be brought of lands 
held in socage'; and that now, since the statute 12 Car. II. c.24. 
(which converts all tenures, a few only excepted, into free and 
oommoan socage) no assise of mort d’ancestor can be brought of 
any lands in the kingdom; but that, in case of abatements, re- 
course must be properly had to the writs of entry. (10) 


AN assise of novel (or recent) dzssezsin is an action of the same 
nature with the assise of mort @ ancestor before-mentioned, in 
that herein the demandant’s possession must be shewn. But 
it differs considerably in other points: particularly in that it 
recites a complaint by the demandant of the disseisin commit- 


. F.N.B. 197. Finch. L.293. 9 Bracton, 1 4. de assis mortis ante- 
© Hale on F.N.B. 221. cessorzs. c.13.§3. F.N.B, 196. 
P Fitah, Abr.tt.comnage. 15. ' See 1 Leon.267 


(10) In Launder v. Brooks and others, Cro. Car. 562. the court of K B. 
“ resolved that an assise Of mort-d’auncestor, lies of lands devisable; but if 
“ the defendant plead that the land is by custom devisable, and was devised 
10 hsm, it is a good bar of the action.” This seems more sensible than to 
deny generally a form of action to the heir, because in a particular case 
there may be a good bar to his right. 
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ted, in terms of direct averment; whereupon the sheriff is com- 
manded to reseise the land and all the chattelS thereon, and 
keep the same in his custody till the arrival of the justices of 
assise (which in fact hath been usually omitted‘); and in the 
mean time to summon a jury to view the premises, and make 
recognition of the assise before the justices‘. At which time 
the tenant may plead either the general issues mu tort, nul dis~- 
seisin, or any special plea. And if, upon the general issue, the 
recognitors find an actual seisin in the demandant, and his sub- 
sequent disseisin by the present tenant; he shall have judg- 
ment to recover his seisin, and damages for the injury sustained: 
being the only case in which damages were recoverable in any 
possessory action at the common law"; the tenant being in all 
other cases allowed to retain the intermediate profits of the 
land to enable him to perform the feodal services. But costs 
and damages were annexed to many other possessory actigns 
by the statutes of Marlberge, 52 Hen. III. c.16. and of Gloces- 
ter, 6 Edw.J.c.1. And to prevent frequent and vexatious 
disseisins, it is enacted by the statute of Merton, 20 Hen.ITII. 
c.3., that if a person disseised recover seisin of the land again 
by assise of novel disserszn, and be again disseised of the same 
tenements by the same disseisor, he shall have a writ of re-~ 
dissersen , and if he recover therein, the re-disseisor shall be 
imprisoned; and by the statute of Marlberge, 52 Hen. III. 
c.8., shall also pay a fine to the king: to which the statute 
Westm. 2. 13 Edw. I. c.26. hath superadded double damages 
to the party aggrieved. In like manner, by the same statute 
of Merton, when any lands or tenements are recovered by as- 
sise of mort d’ancestor, or other jury, or any judgment of the 
court, if the party be afterwards disseised by the same person 
against whom judgment was obtained, he shall have a writ of 
post-dissersen against him; which subjects the post-disseisor to 
the same penalties as a re-disseisor. The reason of all which, 
as given by sir Edward Coke”, is because such proceeding is 
a contempt of the king’s courts, and in despite of the law; or, 
as Bracton more fully expresses it*, * talzs quidem qut tta 


tkFN B 177 * 14. tr.1.c.49 
“ Bract.187. Stat Marlbr. c.16. 
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er delinguit contranregem: quia fucit 
“6 disseisinam et roberiam contra pacem suam; et etiam ausu 


“ temerarto irrita factt ea, quae tn curia domint regts rite acta 
s‘ sunt: et propter duplex delsctum merito sustinere debet poenam 
“ duplicatam.” 


In all these possessory actions there is a time of limitation set- 
tled, beyond which no man shall avail himself of the possession 
of himself or his ancestors, or take advantage of the wrongful 
possession of his adversary. For, if he be negligent for a long 
and unreasonable time, the law refuses afterwards to lend him 
any assistance, to recover the possession merely: both to punish 
his neglect (nam leges vigilantebus, non dormtentibus, subvenrunt,) 
and also because it is presumed that the supposed wrongdoer 
has in such a length of time procured a legal title, otherwise 

[ 189 } he would sooner have been sued. This time of limitation by 
the statute of Merton, 20 Hen. ITI. c. 8. and Westm. 1. 3 Edw. I. 
c.39. was successively dated from particular seras, viz. from the 
return of king John from Ireland, and from the coronation, 
&c. of king Henry the third. But this date of limitation con- 
tinued so long unaltered, that it became indeed no limitation 
at all; it being above three hundred years from Henry the 
third’s coronation to the year 1540, when the present statute 
of limitations’ was made. This, instead of limiting actions 
from the date of a particular event, as before, which in process 
of years grew absurd, took another and more direct course, 
which might endure for ever: by limiting a certain period, as 
fifty years for lands, and the like period’ for customary and 
prescriptive rents, suits, and services, (for there is no time of 
limitation upon rents created by deed, or reserved on a parti- 
cular estate *,) and enacting that no person should bring any 
possessory action, to recover possession thereof merely upon 
the seisin, or dispossession of his ancestors, beyond such cer- 
tain period. But this does not extend to services, which by 
common possibility may not happen to become due more than 


Y $2 Hen, VIII. c.2, and other intermediate editions, which 

7 So Berthelet’s orginal edition of sir Edward Coke (2 Inst. 95.) and 
the statute, 4.D. 1540; and Cay’s, other subsequent writers have followed, 
Pickering’s, and Ruffhead’s editions, make it only forty years for rent, &c.. 
examined with the record Rastell’s *8 Rep. 
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once in the loré’s br tenant’s life; as fealty, and the like. (11) 
And all writs, grounded upon the possession of the demandant 
himself, are directed to be sued out within thirty years after 
the disseisin complained of; for if it be of an older date, it 
can with no propriety be called a fresh, recent, or novel dis- 
session ; which name sir Edward Coke informs us was originally 
given to this proceeding, because the disseisin must have been 
since the last eyre or circuit of the justices, which happened 
once in seven years, otherwise the action was gone ®. And we 
may observe *, that the limitation, prescribed by Henry the 
second at the first institution of the assise of sovel disserstn, was 
from his own return into England, after the peace made be- 
tween him and the young king his gon; which was but the 
year before. 


Wuat has been here observed may throw some light on the 
doctrine of remztter, which we spoke of in the second chapter 
of this book; and which we may remember was where one who 
hath right to lands, but 1s out of possession, hath afterwards 
the freehold cast upon him by some subsequent defective title, 
and enters by virtue of that title. In this case the law remits 
him to his antient and more certain right, and by an equitable 
fiction supposes him to have gained possession in consequence, 
and by virtue thereof: and this, because he cannot possibly ob- 
tain judgment at law to be restored to his prior right, since he 
is himself the tenant of the land, and therefore hath nobody 
against whom to bring his action. ‘his determination of the 
law might seem superfluous to an hasty observer; who perhaps 
would imagine, that since the tenant hath now both the right 
and also the possession, it little signifies by what means such 
possession shall be said to be gained. But the wisdom of our 
antient law determined nothing in vain. As the tenant’s pos- 


> Co. Litt. 115. ¢ See pag.184. 
© 1 Inst.153. Booth.210. 





(11) The principle is not the common possibility of the service becoming 
due once only in the life of the lord or the tenant, but of 1ts not becoming 
due at all within a period of time exceeding that allowed by any of the 
statutory limitations Lord Coke’s expression is, “any other service which 
“ by common possibility may not happen or become due within sixty 
“ years, as to cover the hall of the lord, or to attend on his lord when he 
“ soeth to warre, or the hke.” Co, Litt.115. 
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session was gained by a defective title, it was liable to be over- 
turned by shewing that defect in a writ of entry; and then he 
must have been driven to his writ of right, to recover his just 
inheritance: which would have been doubly hard, because 
during the time he was himself tenant, he could not establish 
his prior title by any possessory action. The law therefore. 
remits him to his prior title, or puts him in the same condition 
as if he had recovered the land by writ of entry. Without 
the remitter, he would have had jus, et sersenam separate; a 
good right, but a bad possession: now, by the remitter, he hath 
the most perfect of all titles, yurzs et sersenae congunctronem. 


III. By these several possessory remedies the right of pos- 
session may be restored to him that is unjustly deprived thereof. 
But the right of possession (though it carries with it a strong 
presumption) is not always conclusive evidence of the right of 
property, which may still subsist in another man. For, as one 
man may have the possesszon, and another the right of posses- 
sion, which is recovered by these possessory actions; so one 
man may have the r1ght of possession, and so not be hable to 
eviction by any possessory action, and another may have the 
right of property, which cannot be otherwise asserted than by 
the great and final remedy of a writ of right, or such corre- 
spondent writs as are in the nature of a writ of right. 


Tus happens principally in four cases: 1. Upon disconti- 
nuance by the alienation of tenant in tail: whereby he who 
had the right of possession, hath transferred it to the alienee; 
and therefore his issue, or those in remainder or reversion, shall 
not be allowed to recover by virtue of that possession, which 
the tenant hath so voluntarily transferred. 2, 3. In case of 


_ judgment given against either party, whether by his own de- 


fault, or upon trial of the merits, in any possessory action: for 
such judgment, if obtained by him who hath not the true own- 
ership, is held to bea species of deforcement ; which however 
binds the right of possession, and suffers it not to be ever again 
disputed, unless the right of property be also proved. 4. In 
case the demandant, who claims the right, is barred from these 
possessory actions by length of time and the statute of limita- 
tions before-mentioned : for an undisturbed possession for fifty 
years ought not to be devested by any thing, but a very clear 


Ch. 10. WRONGS. 191 


proof of the absolute right of property. In these four cases the 
law applies the remedial instrument of either the writ of right 
itself, or such other writs as are said to be of the same nature. 


1. AND first, upon an alienation by tenant in tail, whereby 
the estate-tail is discontinued, and the remainder or reversion 
is by failure of the particular estate displaced, and turned into 
a mere right, the remedy is by action of formedon (secundum 
Jormam dont,) which is in the nature of a wnt of right‘, and 
is the highest action that tenant in tailcan have’. For he can- 
not have an absolute writ of right, which 1s confined only to 
such as claim in fee-simple: and for that reason this writ of 

Jormedon was granted him by the statitte de donis or Westm. 2. 
13 Edw. I. c.1., which is therefore emphatically called Azs writ 
of nght*®. This writ is distinguished imtdé’ three species: a 

formedon in the descender, in the remainder, and in the reverter. 
A writ of formedon in the descender lieth, where a gift in tail is 
made, and the tenant 1n tail alienes the lands entailed, or is 
disseised of them, and dies; 1n this case the heir in tail shall 
have this writ of formedon in the descender, to recover these 
lands so given in tail, against him who is then the actual 
tenant of the freehold". In which action the demandant 
is bound to state the manner and form of the gift in tail, 
and to prove himself heir secundum formam doni. A for- 
medon in the remaznder lieth, where a man giveth lands 
to another for life or in tail, with remainder to a third person in 
tail or in fee; and he who hath the particular estate dieth, 
without issue inheritable, and a stranger intrudes upon him in 
remainder and keeps him out of possession’. In this case the 
remainder-man shall have his writ of formedon in the remainder, 
wherein the whole form of the gift is stated, and the happening 
of the event upon which the remainder depended. This writ 
is not given in express words by the statute de donzs, but is 
founded upon the equity of the statute, and upon this maxim 
in law, that if any one hath a night to the land, he ought also 
to have an action to recover it. A formedon in the reverter 
lieth, where there is a gift in tail, and afterwards by the death 
of the donee or his heirs without issue of his body the reversion 
¢ Finch L.267. bh Jind. 211,212, 


f Co. Litt. 326. 
F, N. B, 255 
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falls in upon the donor, his heirs, or assign: in such case the 
reversioner shall have this writ to recover the lands, wherein 
he shall suggest the gift, his own title to the reversion minutely 
derived from the donor, and the failure of issue upon which 
his reversion takes place *. (12) This lay at common law, be- 
fore the statute de donis, if the donee aliened before he had 
performed the condition of the gift, by having issue, and after- 
wards died without any'. The time of limitation in a formedon 
by statute 21 Jac.I.c.16. is twenty years; within which space 
of time after his title accrues, the demandant must bring his 
action, or else he-is for ever barred. (13) 


2. In the second cule if the owners of a particular estate, 
as for life, in dower, by the courtesy, or in fee-tail, are barred 
ve 


k FE N.B.219, 8 Rep.88. 1 Finch L268. 


(12) It is obvious that, in a formedon in the remainder, a fee simple 1s of- 
ten, and 1n the reverter always, claimed ; but there are many reasons why 
such forms of action are necessary, and why the party, if left to his mere 
writ of nght, would be without a proper remedy. The fee-simple 
is claimed in them after the expiration of'a tenancy 1n tail, which may have 
endured an indefinite time; but the demandant in a writ of nght must al- 
lege a seisin indhas ancestor within a definite time before the wret sued out ; 
though he might make claim, therefore, the moment that his title accrued, 
he might be barred by lapse of time. Whereas in formedons the limitation 
runs from the time of the title accruing, and the demandant can only be 
barred by his own laches. 

It will follow from this, that though the highest writ may be lost, and 
the mere right by itself become incontestable by uninterrupted possession 
for sixty years (see post. 196 ), yet theremay be cases in which, at any inde- 
finite time after sixty years, not merely the inferior remedies of the writ of 
entry and formedon may be available, but even bare entry itself may be 
sufficient for the recovery of property. See Resolut. 5d. Bevil’s case, 
4R.11.b. 4! 

(13) It mght seem, and has been contended, that a fresh title accrues to 
the issue in tail of a person, who has been barred by the lapse of time, and 
therefpre that such issue would have another twenty years in which to bring 
his formedon But if this construction prevailed at all, it is obvious that it 
would equally prevail through any number of descents, and would virtually 
repeal the statute in the most pernicious manner. In the case of Zolson v. 
Kaye, 3 Brod.& Bing.217. the court of C.P. therefore determined that the 
Jirst descent of the title, within twenty years after which the statute re- 
quires the formedon to be sued out, is the descent upon that claimant, who, 
being free from any disability, suffers twenty years to elapse without assert- 
ing his nght, and consequently that the bar which operates upon him 
equally concludes all claiming as his heirs, 
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of the right of possession by a recovery had against them, 
through their default or non-appearance in a possessory action, 
they were absolutely without any remedy at the common law: 
as a writ of right does not lie for any but such as claim to be 
tenants of the fee-simple. Therefore the statute Westm.2. 
13 Ed.1.¢.4. gives a new writ for such persons, after their 
lands have been so recovered against them by default, called 
a quod et deforceat ; which, though not strictly a writ of right, 
so far partakes of the nature of one, as that it will restore the 
right to him, who has been thus unwarily deforced by his own 
default™. But 'in case the recovery were not had by his own 
default, but upon defence in the inferigripossessory action, this 
still remains final with regard to thesé’particular estates, as at 
the common law: and hence it is, that a common recovery (on 
a writ of entry in the posé) had, not by default of the tenant 
himself, but (after his defence made and voucher of a third 
person to warranty) by default of such vouchee, is now the 
usual bar to cut off an estate-tail °. 


3, 4. THIRDLY, in case the right of possession be barred by 
a recovery upon the merits in a possessory action, or lastly by 
the statute of limitations, a claimant in fee-simphe may have a 
mere writ of right , which is in it’s nature the highest writ in 
the law °, and lieth only of an estate in fee-simple, and not for 
him who hath a less estate. ‘This writ lies concurrently with 
all other real actions, in which an estate of fee-simple may be 
recovered: and it also lies after them, being as it were an ap- 
peal to the mere right, when judgment hath been had as to the 
possession in an inferior possessory action’. But though a 
writ of right may be brought, where the demandant is entitled [ 194 
to the possession, yet it rarely 1s adviseable to be brought in 
such cases; as @ more expeditious and easy remedy is had, 
without meddling with the property, by proving the demand- 
ant’s own, or his ancestor’s, possession, and their illegal ouster, 
in one of the possessory actions. But in case the right of 
possession be lost by length of time, or by judgment against 
the true owner in one of these inferior suits, there is no other 
choice: this is then the only remedy that can be had; and it 


m PLN. B.155. 2 F.N.B.1. 
" See Book IJ, ch.21. P FLN,B.1,5. 
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is of so forcible a nature, that it overcomes all obstacles, and 
clears all objections that may have arisen to cloud and obscure 
the title. And, after issue once joined in a writ of right, the 
judgment is absolutely final; so that a recovery had in this 
action may be pleaded in bar of Any other claim or demand.? 


THE pure, proper, or mere writ of right lies only, we have 
said, to recover lands in fee-simple, unjustly withheld from 
the true proprietor. But there are also some other writs 
which are said to be zn the nature of a writ of right, because 
their process and proceeding do mostly (though not entirely) 
agree with the writ of right: but in some of them the fee- 
simple is not demanded; and in others not land, but some 
incorporeal hereditament. Some of these have been already 
mentioned, as thé writ of rght of dower, of formedon, &c. and 
the others will hereafter be taken notice of under their proper 
divisions. Nor is the mere writ of right alone, or always, 
applicable to every case of a claim of lands in fee-simple: for 
if the lord’s tenant in fee-simple dies without heir, whereby an 
escheat accrues, the lord shall have a writ of escheat', which 
is in the nature ofa writ of right*. And if one of two or more 
coparceners-eforces the other, by usurping the sole posses- 
sion, the party aggrieved shall have a writ of right, de ratzon- 
abelt parte‘: which may be grounded on the seisin of the an- 
cestor at any time during his life (14); whereas in a nuper obit 
(which is a possessory remedy") he must be seised at the time 
of his death. But, waving these and other minute distinc- 
tions, let us now return to the general writ of right. 


Tus writ ought to be first brought in the court-baron” of 
the lord, of whom the lands are holden; and then it is open 


9 F.N.B.6. Co. Litt.158, ‘FN BO. 
r F.N.B.143. " See pag.186. 
* Booth, 135. w Append. No.I. §1. 


(14) As this writ lies only between privies in blood claiming under the 
same ancestor, it is obviously unimportant whether the ancestor died seised 
orno The tenant’s entry isin virtue of some right in the ancestor, and 
though he may shew in answer to the writ, that the mght was not such as 
the demandant alleges, but some other, the proof of which will abate the 
writ, yet both are agreed m claiming from him. 
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or patent: but if he holds no court, or hath waived his right 
remisit curiam suam, it may be brought in the king’s courts 
by writ of praecipe originally*; and then it is a writ of right 
close’ ; being directed to the sheriff and not the Jord*. Also, 
when one of the king’s immediate tenants in captte is deforced, 
his writ of right is called a writ of praecipe in capite, (the im- 
proper use of which, as well as of the former praectpe quia 
dominus remistt chriam, so as to oust the lord of his jurisdic- 
tion, is restrained by magna carta*,) and, being directed to the 
sheriff and origitlly returnable in the king’s court, is also a 
writ of right close>, There is likewise a little writ of right 
close, secundum consuetudinem manerii, which lies for the king’s 
tenants in antient demesne‘, and others of a similar nature ‘4, to 
try the right of their lands and tenements in the court of the 
lord exclusively*. But the writ of right patent itself may also 
at any time be removed into the county¢court by writ of Zolt', 
and from thence into the king’s courts by writ of pone® or 
recordart facras, at the suggestion of either party that there is 
a delay or defect of justice”. 


In the progress of this action’ the demandant must allege 
some seisin of the lands and tenements in himself, or else in 
some person under whom he claims, and then derive the right 
from the person so seised to himself; to which the tenant 
may answer by denying*the demandant’s right, and averring 
that he has more right to hold the lands than the demandant 
has to demand them: and this right of the tenant being 
shewn, it then puts the demandant upon the proof of his 
title: in which if he fails, or if the tenant hath shewn a bet- 
ter,, the demandant and his heirs are perpetually barred of 
their claim; but if he can make it appear that his right is su- 
perior to the tenant’s, he shall recover the land against the 
tenant and his heirs for ever. But even this writ of right, 
however superior to any other, cannot be sued out at any dis- 


*FN,B.2. Finch. L.313. & tr 3. c.13. § 9. Old Tenur. t¢. tend, 
Y Booth, 91. en socage. Old N.B. #. garde. & t, 

* Append. No.I. § 4. de recto claus, F.N.B. 11. 

* ¢. 24, a ‘ Append. No,I. §2, | 

> FLN.B. 5. & Titd. § 3. 

© See book II. ch.6. a LEN.B. 8,4. 

: Kitchen, tit. copyhold. i Append. No, i. § 5. ; 


© Bracton. t.1. cll, i. 4, tr.1. Co Qe 
VOL. III, 
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tance of time. For by the antient law no seisin could be al- 
leged by the demandant, but from the time of Henry the 
first*; by the statute of Merton, 20Hen.III. c.8. from the 
time of Henry the second; by the statute of Westm.1. 3 Ed- 
ward I. c.89. from the time of Richard the first; and now, by 
statute 82 Henry VIII. c.2. seisin in a writ of right shall be 
within sixty years. Spo that the possession of lands in fee-sim- 
ple uninterruptedly, for threescore years, is’at present a suffi- 
cient title against all the world ; and cannot be impeached by 
any dormant claim whatsoever. (15) 


I Ave now gone through the several species of injury by 
ouster and dispossession of the freehold, with the remedies 
applicable to each. In considering which I have been un- 
avoidably led to touch upon much obsolete and abstruse 
learning, as it lies intermixed with, and alone can explain the 
reason of those parts of the law which are now more generally 
in use. For, without contemplating the whole fabric toge- 
ther, it is impossible to form any clear idea of the meaning 
and connection of those disjointed parts which still form a 
considerable branch of the modern law; such as the doc- 
trine of entries and remitter, the levying of fines, and the 
suffering of common recoveries. Neither indeed is any con- 
siderable part of that, which I have selected in this chapter 
from among the venerable monuments of our ancestors, so 
absolutely antiquated as to be out of force, though the whole 
is certainly out of use. there being but a very few instances 
for more than a century past of prosecuting any real action 
for land by writ of entry, assise, formedon, writ of right, or 
otherwise. The forms are indeed preserved in the praotice 
of common recoveries: but they are forms and nothing else; 
for which the very clerks that pass them are seldom capable to 
assign the reason. But the title of lands is now usually tried 
in actions of eyectment or trespass, of which in the following 
chapters. 


k Glanv, 1;2.c.3. Co. Litt.114, 





(18) See ante, p.191. 9.12. 
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CHAPTER THE ELEVENTH.. 


* 


or DISPOSSESSION, orn OUSTER, or 
: CHATTELS REAL. 


AVING in the preceding chapter considered with some 
attention the several species of injury by dispossession or 
ouster of the freehold, together with the regular and well- 
connected scheme of remedies by actions real, which are 
given to the subject by the common law, either to recover the 
possession only, or else to recover at once the possession, and 
also to establish the right of property; the method which 
I there marked out leads me next to consider injuries by ouster 
of chattels real ; that is, by amoving the possession of the te- 
nant from an estate by statute-merchant, statute-staple, recog~ 
nizance in the nature of it, or elegit ; or from an estate for 
years. 


I. OusteR, or amotion of possession, from estates held by 
statute, recognizance, or elegit, is only liable to happen by a 
species of disseisin, or turning out of the legal proprietor, be- 
fore his estate is determined by raising the sum for which it is 
given him in pledge. And for such ouster, thofgh the estate 
be merely a chattel interest, the owner shall have the same 
remedy as for an injury to a freehold; wz. by assize of novel 
dzssertsin®. But this depends upon the several statutes, which 
create these respective interests>, and which expressly pro- 
vide and allow this remedy in case of dispossession. Upon 
which account it is that sir Edward Coke observes‘, that 
these tenants are said to hold their estates ut liberum tenemen- 
tum, until their debts be paid: because by the statutes they 


* F.N.B. 178. Stat. de mercatoribus, 27 Edw. IIL. ¢, 9, 
> Stat. Wests 2. 13 Edw. I. c. 18. Stat. 23 Hen. VIIL ¢.6. § 9. 
1 Inst, 43. 
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shall have an assise, as tenants of the fre¢hold shall have; and 
in that respect they have the similitude of a freehold“. 
# 

II. As for ouster, or amotion of possession, from an estate 
for years; this happens only by a like kind of disseisin, ejec- 
tion, or turning out, of the tenant from the occupation of the 
land during the continuance of his term. For this injury the 
law has provided him with two remedies, according to the 
circumstances and situation of the wrongdoer: the, writ of 
ejectione firmae , which lies against any one, the lessor, rever- 
sioner, remainder-man, or any stranger, who is himself the 
wrongdoer and has committed the injury complained of: and 
the writ of quare ejectt infra terminum , which hes not against 
tle wrongdoer or ejector himself, but his feoffee or other 
person claiming under him. These are mixed actions, some- 
what between real and personal; for therein are two things 
recovered, as well restitution of the term of years, as damages 
for the ouster or wrong. 


1. A writ then of eectione jirmae, or action of trespass in 
ejectmént, lieth where lands or tenements are let for a term of 
years ; and afterwards the lessor, reversioner, remainder-man, 
or any stranger, doth eject or oust the lessee of his term*. In 
this case he shall have his writ of eyectzon to call the defendant 
to answer for entering on the lands so demised to the plain- 
tiff for a term that is not yet expired, and ejecting him’. And 
by this writ the plaintiff shall recover back his term, or the 
remainder of it, with damages. 

[ 200 } Since the disuse of real actions, this mixed proceeding is 
become the common method of trying the title to lands or 
tenements. It may not therefore be improper to delineate, 
with some degree of minuteness, it’s history, the manner of it’s 
process, and the principles whereon it is grounded. 


‘ WE have before seen 8, that the writ of covenant, for breach 
of the contract contained in the lease for years, was antiently 
the only specific remedy for recovering against the lessor a 


4 See book II. ch.10. f See Appendix, No. If, § 1, 
¢ F.N. B, 220 & See pag. 157. 
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term from which he «had ejected his lessee, together with 
damages for the ouster. But if the lessee was ‘ejected by a 
stranger, claiming under a title superior * to that of the lessor, 
or by a grantee of the reversion, (who might at any time by 
@ common recovery have destroyed the term',) though the 
lessee might still maintain an action of covenant against the 
lessor, for non-performance of his contract or lease, yet he 
could not by any means recover the term itself. If the ouster 
was committed by a mere stranger, without any title to the 
land, thé lessor might indeed by a real action recover pos- 
session of the freehold, but the lessee had no other remedy 
against the ejector but in damages, by a writ of eectzone firmae, 
for the trespass committed in ejecting him from his farm *. 
But afterwards, when the courts of equity began to oblige the 
ejector to make a specific restitution of the land to the party 
immediately injured, the courts of law also adopted the same 
method of doing complete justice ; and, in the prosecution of a 
writ of ejectment, introduced a species of remedy not warranted 
by the original writ nor prayed by the declaration, (which are 
calculated for damages merely, and are silent as to any resti- 
tution,}vzz. a judgment to recover the term, and a writ of 
possession thereupon'. This method seems to have been set- 
tled as early as the reign of Edward IV.™; though it hath 
been said" to have first begun under Henry YII. because it 
probably was then first applied to it’s present principal use, 
that of trying the title to the land. 


Tue better to apprehend the contrivance, whereby this 
end is effected, we must recollect that the remedy by eject- 


hFN B. 145. et st par lessde ou grantée de reversion 
* See book IT ch 9. briefe de covenant versus son lessor, et 
* P.6 Rag IT Eyectwne firmae n'est countera especial count, Kc (Fitz. abr. 
que un action de trespass en son nature, t. gect. firm.2.) See Bract, 1.4. ir.1. 
et le plaintiff ne recovera son terme que c 36. 
est a verar, nent plus que en trespass 1 See Append. No. II. § 4. prope fin. 
home recovera damages pur trespass ment "7 Edw IV 6. Per Fawrfax; si 
Jat, mes a feser , mes u convient a suer home port eectione firmae, le planiff re- 
par actron de covenant al comen law a covera son terme gus est arere, sv hen 
récoverer son terme quod tota curta come m quare eect infra termunam ; et, 
concessit. Et per Belknap, la comen s nul soit arrere, donques tout wn da- 
ley est, lou home est ouste de son terme mages. (Bro. Abr. t. quare eject a 
par estranger, u avera gectune firmae termmnum, 6 ) 
versus cesty que luy ouste, et nl sot " F.N.B, 220, 
ouste par son lessor, briefe de covenant , 
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ment is in it’s original an action brought by one who hath 
a lease for years, to repair the injury done him by disposses- 
sion. In order therefore to convert it into a method of trying 
titles to the freehold, it is first necessary that the claimant do 
take possession of the lands, to empower him to constitute a 
lessee for years, that may be capable of receiving this injury 
of dispossession. For it would be an offence, called in our 
law maintenance, (of which in the next book,) totonvey a title 
to another, when the grantor is not in possession of the land ; 
and indeed it was doubted at first, whether this occasional 
possession, taken merely for the purpose of conveying the 
title, excused the lessor from the legal guilt of maintenance °. 
When therefore a person, who hath right of entry into lands, 
determines to acquire that possession, which is wrongfully 
withheld by the present tenant, he makes (as by law he may) 
a formal entry on the premises; and being so in the posses- 
sion of the soil, he there, upon the land, seals and delivers a 
lease for years to some third person or lessee : and, having thus 
given him entry, leaves him in possession of the premises. 
This lessee is to stay upon the land, till the prior tenant, or he 
who had the previous possession, enters thereon afresh and 
ousts him; or till some other person (either by accident or by 
agreement beforehand) comes upon the land, and turns him 
out or ejects him. For this injury the lessee is entitled to his 
action of ejectment against the tenant, or this casual eector, 
whichever it was that ousted him, to recover back his term 
and damages. But where this action is brought against such 
a casual ejector as is before mentioned, and not against the 
very tenant in possession, the court will not suffer the tenant 
to lose his possession without any opportunity to defend it. 
Wherefore it is a standing rule, that no plaintiff shall pro- 
ceed in ejectment to recover lands against a casual ejector, 
without notice given to the tenant in possession, (if any there 
be,) and making him a defendant if he pleases. And, in 
order to maintain the action, the plaintiff must, in case of any 
defence, make out four points before the court; viz. tiéle, 
lease, entry, and ouster. First, he must shew a good title in 
his lessor, which brings the matter of right entirely before 
the court; then, that the lessor, being seised or possessed by 


1 Ch. Rep. Append. 33. 
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virtue of such title, did make him the lease for the present 
term; thirdly, that he, the lessee or plaintiff, did enter or 
take possession in consequence of such lease; and then, lastly, 
that the defendant ousted or ejected him. Whereupon he 
shall have judgment to recover his term and damages; and 
shall, in consequence, have a wret of possession, which the 
sherif¥is to execute by delivermg him the undisturbed and 
peaceable possession of his term. 


Tuis is the regular method of bringing an action of eject- 
ment, in which the title of the lessor comes collaterally and 
incidentally before the court, in order to shew the injury done 
to the lessee by this ouster. ‘This method must be still con- 
tinued in due form and strictness, (save only as to the notice 
to the tenant,) whenever the possession is vacant, or there is 
no actual occupant of the premises; and also in some other 
cases.(1) But, as much trouble and formality were found to 
attend the actual making of the lease, entry, and ouster, a new 
and more easy method of trying titles by writ of ejectment, 
where there 1s any actual tenant or occupier of the premises 
in dispute, was invented somewhat more than a century ago, 
by the lord chief justice Rolle’, who then sat in the court of 
upper bench; so called during the exile of king Charles the 
second, ‘This new method entirely depends upon a string of [ 203 
legal fictions; no actual lease is made, no actual entry by 
the plaintiff, no actual ouster by the defendant; but all are 
merely ideal, for the sole purpose of trying the title. To this 
end in the proceedings ? a lease for a term of years is stated 
to have been made, by him who claims title, to the plaintiff 
who brings the action, as by John Rogers to Richard Smith, 


P Styl. Pract. Reg.108. (edit. 1657.) 9 See Append. No. IJ. § 1, 2. 





(1) The reason for this will appear in the following page. It is there 
stated that the real tenant in possession is always served with a copy of the 
declaration, and an affidavit of that service is always made before the courts 
will allow judgment to be signed against the casual ejector. Where there 
is no tenant in possession, this condition cannot be complied with, and 
therefore the form of proceeding which requires it cannot be adopted, 
Where the action 1s brought in any inferier court the regular method must 
also be adopted, because such a court has’no authority to frame a consent- 
rule, or compel the performance of it. Adams on Eject. 175. 295. 
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which plaintiff ought to be some real person, and not merely 
an ideal fictitious one who hath no existence, as is frequently 
though unwarrantably practised" (2); it is also stated that 
Smith the lessee entered; and that the defendant William 
Stiles, who is called the casual ejector, ousted him ; for which 
ouster he brings this action. As soon as this action is brought, 
and the, complaint fully stated in the declaration *, Stile, the 
casual ejector, or defendant, sends a written notice to the 
tenant in possession of the lands, as George Saunders, in- 
forming him of the action brought by Richard Smith, and 
transmitting him a copy of the declaration: withal assuring 
him that he, Stiles the defendant, has no title at all to the 
premises, and shall make no defence; and therefore advising 
the tenant to appear in court and defend his own title: other- 
wise he, the casual ejector, will suffer judgment to be had 
against him; and thereby the actual tenant Saunders will 
inevitably be turned out of possession’. On receipt of this 
friendly caution, if the tenant in possession does not within 
a limited time apply to the court to be admitted a defendant 
in the stead of Stiles, he is supposed to have no right at all; 
and, upon judgment being had against Stiles the casual ejector, 
Saunders the real tenant will be turned out of possession by 
the sheriff. . 


Bot, if the tenant in possession applies to be made a de- 
fendant, it is allowed him upon this condition; that he enter 
into a rule of court" to confess, at the trial of the cause, three 
of the four requisites for the maintenance of the plaintiff’s 
action ; vz. the dase of Rogers the lessor, the entry of Smith 


* 6 Mod. 309. t Append; No. II. § 2. 
* Append. No. II. § 2. " Append. No.IT, § 3. 


(2) This is now the almost invariable practice, and there seems to be 
some convenience in it, and no solid objection to 1t. It was reprobated in 
the case cited above, because 1t was said that thereby the defendant might 
lose his costs, if the result of the suit was in his favour, there being no per- 
son responsible on the record. But it is now always a part of the consent- 
rule, that in such case the lessor of the plaintiff will pay the costs, and the 
courts will enforce a performance of that undertaking by. attachment, 
of the person where no privilege intervenes, and of the goods and chattels, 
where the party’s person is protected. Adams on Eject. 250, 233. 
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the plaintiff, and his ouster by Saunders himself, now ‘made 
the defendant instead of Stiles: which requisites being wholly 
fictitious, should the defendant put the plaintiff to prove them, 
he must of course be nonsuited for want of evidegee; but by 
such stipulated confession of lease, entry, and offer, the ‘trial 
will now stand upon the merits of the ##le only. (3) his done, 
the declaration is altered by inserting the name of George 








(3) The defendant is now also obliged to cgnfess his own possession of 
the premises at the time of the service of the declaration. Unless he was 
at that time the tenant in possession, the action was brought against the 
wrong person, and therefore it was a necessary step in the plaintiffs proof, 
but as 1t was a point totally unconnected with the title, the requiring such 
proof, (which in many cases, where land was sought to be recovered with no 
dwelling house on 1t, was difficult to be given), was contrary to the true intent 
and meaning of the consent-rule. See Reg Gen. K.B. 4B. &A. 196 and 
C P 2Brod & Bing. 470. In one case, the plaintiff is by a recent stateie, 
1 Geo.IV.c.87., entitled to call upon the tenant for a still further under- 
taking before the court can admit him to defend. As the writ of possession 
follows the judgment, and the judgment cannot be entered up till the 
term following the trial, a great temptation was held out to fraudulent te- 
nants to apply to be made defendants, since time was gained to carry off 
the crops, and the landlord was left to an unprofitable action for the mesne 
profits By this statute, therefore, where the tenant has held under a lease 
or agreement 1n writing, and his interest having expired or been lawfully 
determined, holds over after lawful demand 1n writing of the possession, he 
may be compelled to undertake in case of a verdict for the plaintiff to give 
him a judgment as of the term next preceding the trial ; and also to enter 
into a recognizance by himself and two sufficient sureties in a reasonable 
sum, conditioned to pay the costs and damages recovered by the plaintiff 
in the action. The court has power to impose one or both of these con- 
ditions on him; but unless he complies with the rule as modified by the 
court, he will not be admitted defendant, and the plaintiff will at once ob- 
tain judgment against the casual eyector To prevent, however, any in- 
Justice which might followin a case where the tenant gave the required 
undertaking, if the judgment thus antedated should be immediately exe- 
cuted on an erroneous verdict in favour of the landlord, the gd sect. pro- 
vides, that if 1t appears to the judge that the finding of the jury was con- 
trary to the evidence, he may order a stay of execution till the fifth day of 
the next term ;‘and 1n all cases he is required to make this order at the 
request of the defendant, in case he shall forthwith undertake to find, and 
within four days actually find security in a reasonable sum directed by the 
judge, conditioned not to commit any waste, or act in nature thereof, or 
other wilful damage, and not to sell or carry off any standing crops, hay, 
straw, or manure from the day of the verdict to the day of its being set 
aside, or execution made on the judgment. And by § 6. if the result of the 
trial is against the landlord proceeding under this act, and compelling the 


tenant to find the bail specified in §1., the tenant shall have judgment with 
double costs, 


ad 


{ 205 ] 


206 . PRIVATE Boox Ul. 


Saunders instead of William Stiles, and the cause goes down 
to trial under the name of Smith, (the plaintiff, ) on the demise 
of Rogers, (the lessor, ) against Saunders, the new defendant. 
And therein the lessor of the plaintiff is bound to make out a 
cleat title, Mherwise his fictitious lessee cannot obtain judg- 
ment to have possession, of the land for the term supposed to 
be gragted. But, if the lessor makes out his title in a satis- 
factory manner, then judgment and a writ of possession shall 
go for Richard Smith the nominal plaintiff, who by this trial 
has proved the right of John Rogers, his supposed lessor. 
Yet, to prevent fraudulent recoveries of the possession, by 
collusion with the tenant of the land, all tenants are obliged 
by statute 11G.II. c.19. on pain of forfeiting three years’ rent, 
to give notice to their landlords, when served wath any de- 
clgration in ejectment : and any landlord may by leave of the 
court be made a co-defendant to the action, 1n case the tenant 
himself appears to it: or if he makes default, though judg- 


‘ment must be then signed against the casual ejector, yet 


execution shall be stayed, in case the landlord applies to be 
made a defendant, and enters into the common rule; a right, 
which indeed the landlord had, long before the provision of 
this statute”; sn like manner as (previous to the statute of 
‘Westm. 2. c.3.) if in a real action the tenant of the freehold 
made default, the remainder-man or reversioner had a right 
to come in and defend the possession ; lest, if yudgment were 
had against the tenant, the estate of those behind should 
be turned toa naked right*. But, if the new defendants, 
whether landlord or tenant, or both, after entering into the 
common rule, fail to appear at the trial, and to confess lease, 
entry, and ouster, the plaintiff; Smith, must indeed be there 
nonsuited, for want of proving those requisites ; but judgment 
will in the end be entered against the casual ejector Stiles ; 
for the condition on which Saunders, or his landlord, was 
admitted a defendant is broken, and therefore the plaintiff is 
put again in the same situation as if he never had appeared 
at all; the consequence of which (we have seen) would have 
been, that judgment would have been entered for the plaintiff, 
and the sheriff; by virtue of a writ for that purpose, would 


” Styl. Pract.Reg 108.111.265. * Bracton. J. 5, tr. 4, c.10, § 14. 
7Mod.70, Salk.257. Burr 1301. 
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have turned out Sauriders, and delivered possession to Smith. 
The same process therefore as would have been had, pro- 
vided no conditional rule had been ever made, must now be 
pursued as soon as the condition is broken. (4) 


THE damages recovered in these actions, though formedlly 
their only intent, are now usually (since the title has con- 
sidered as the principal question) very small and in uate ; 
amounting commonly to one shilling, or some other trivial sum. 
In order therefore to complete the rethnedy, when the possession 
has been long detained from him that had the right to it, an 
action of trespass also lies, after a recovery in ejectment, to 
recover the mesne profits which the tenant in possession has 
wrongfully ‘received. Which action maybe brought in the 
name of either the nominal plaintiff in the ejectment, or his 
lessor, against the tenant in possession: whether he be made 
party to the ejectment, or suffers judgment to go by default * 
In this case the judgment in ejectment is conclusive’evideaee 
against the defendant, for all profits which have accrued since 
the date of the demise stated in the former declaration of the 
plaintiff; but if the plaintiff sues for any antecedent profits, the 
defendant may make a new defence. (5) 


x 4 Burr. 668. 


(4) There 1s still one case in which even under the “new method” the 
plaintiff is compelled to make an actual entry, and can only date his right 
to recover from such entry. This 1s, where the defendant has strengthen 
his title by levying a fine with proclamations according to the statute of 
fines, 4H 7. c24, (See bookII. p.352) Such a fine by the words of 
the statute can only be avoided “ by way of action or lawful entry” pur- 
sued within a certain time. Eyectment was not a form of action 1m use at 
the time of passing this statute, and therefore has been held not to be com- 
prised within the words “ by way of action.” An aetnal entry must there- 
fore be made for the purpose Doe v. Watts, 9 East,17 

(5) In order to obviate the delay and expense of a second action for the 
mesne profits, 1t is enacted by the 1Geo.4 ¢ 87.§2 that in all eyectmesits 
between Jandlord and tenant, where the latter has had due notice of 
trial, the former shall not be nonsuited for default of the defendant’s ap- 
pearance, but the consent-rule shall be sufficient evidence of the facts 
stated in it; and 4& well in such case as in that of his due appearance and 
confession, the plaintiff may go on after proving his right to recover, to give 
evidence of the mesne profits, and the jury shall give their verdict on the 
whole matter, both as to the title and mesne profits. 
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Sucu is the modérn way of obliquely bringing in question 
the title to lands and tenement, in order to try it in this colla- 
teral manner; a method which is now universally adopted in 
almost every case. It is founded on the same principle as the 
antittht writs of assise, being calculated to try the mere posses- 
sry title to an estate; and hath succeded to those real actions, 
as beigg infinitely more convenient for attaining the end of 
justice : "because the form of the proceeding being entirely fic- 
titious, it is wholly in the power of the court to direct the ap- 
plication of that fiction, s@ as to prevent fraud and chicane, and. 
eviscerate the very truth of the title. The writ of eyectment 
and it’s nominal parties (as was resolved by all the judges ¥) 
are “ judicially to be considered as the fictitious form of an 
“ action, really browiht by the lessor of the plamtiff against the 
“tenant in pé@ssession: mvented, under the controul and 
“< power of the court, for the advancement of justice in many 
‘‘ respects; and to force the parties to go to trial on the merits, 

x. witheut being intangled in the nicety of pleadings on either 
* side.” 


Bur a writ of ejectment is not an adequate mean to try the 
title of all estates; for on those things, whereon an entry can- 
not in fact be made, no entry shall be supposed by any fiction 
of the parties. Therefore an eyectment will not lie of an ad- 
vowson, a rent, a common, or other incorporeal hereditament? : 
except for tithes in the hands of Jay umpropriators, by the ex- 

ress purview of statute 32 Hen. VIII. c.7. which doctrine hath 


y Mich. $2 Geo. II. 4 Burr.668. 2 Brownl 129, Cro. Car.492, Stra. 54. 





The judgment 1s conclusive only as to such facts as were necessarily proved 
or admitted in order to obtain it: 1t does not, therefore, as stated in the text, 
conclude the defendant for all profits which have accrued since the date of 
the demise, because the defendant 1s only lable to account for the profits 
from the time at which he came into possession, and this may have been 
lgng subsequent to the date of the demise, 1t being only necessary to the 
judgment, that he should have been im possession when the declaration was 
served on him. The plaintiff, therefore, must prove the defendant’s pos- 
session for any period prior to the service of the declaration, for which he 
seeks to make him accountable, and he must prove thervalue of the profits 
entirely ; as to that the judgment raises no inference. The defendant also 


may plead the statute of limitations, and protect himself from any demand 
farther back than the last six years 
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since been extended by analogy to tithes in the hands of the 
clergy*: nor will it lie ip such cases, where the entry of him 
that hath right is taken away by descent, discontinuance, 
twenty years’ dispossession, or otherwise. r 
Turs action of ejectaifint is however rendered a very e 
and expeditious remedy to landlords whose tenants aréjn ar- 
rere, by statute 4 Geo. II.c.28. which enacts, that every land- 
lord, who hath by his lease a right of re-entry in case of non- 
payment of rent, when half a year’s rent is due, and no sufficient 
distress 1s to be had, may serve a declaration in ejectment on 
his tenant, or fix the same upon some notorious part of the pre- 
mises, which shall be valid, without any formal re-entry or 
previous demand of rent. And a'fecover#in such ejectment 
shall be final and conclusive, both in law uity, unless 
the rent and all costs be paid or tendered withii¥ix, calendar 
months afterwards. (6) 






4 


2, Tue writ of quare eyecit infra termanum lieth, by the an- 
tient law, where the wrongdoer or ejector is not himself in 
possession of the lands, but another who claims under him. 
As where a man leaseth lands to another for years, and, after, 
the lessor or reversioner entereth, and maketh a fe ent in 
fee, or for life, of the same lands to a stranger: now the lessee 
cannot bring a writ of eectrone jfirmae or ejectment against the 
foeffee ; because he did not eject him, but the reversioner: 
neither can he have any such action to recover his term against, 
the reversioner, who did oust him; because he is not now in 
possession. And upon that account this writ was devised, upon 


* Cro. Car.301. 2 Lord Raym 789. 


(6) A third benefit 1s given by this statute, which, Becording to the case 
of Roe v. Davis, 7 East, 363 ,15 available to the landlord even when a sufti- 
cient distress 1s to be had. Before its enactment, the court exercised a 
cretionary power of staying the landlord’s proceedings at any stage of them, 
upon payment of the rent in arrear with costs. By the fourth section, this 
discretion 1s taken away; the court cannot do it after trial, and must do it 
if the application is properly made before. 

By the second section, the mght of any mortgagee of the term not in 
possession 1s preserved upon payment of the rent, and all costs and damages 
to the landlord within six months after execution levied. 

* 
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Bur in the limited and confined sense, in which we are .at 
present to consider it, it signifies ng more than an entry on 
another man’s ground without a lawful authority, and doing 
some damage, however ficonsiderabley to his real property. 
For the right of meum and tuum, or property in lands, being 
once established, it follows as a necegsary apprequence, that 
this right must be exclusive; that is, that the’owner may re- 
tain to himself the sole use and occupation of his soil: every 
entry therefore thereon without the owner’s gave, and espe- 
cially if contrary to his express order, is a trespass or trans- 
gression. ‘The Roman laws seem to have made a direct pro- 
hibition necessary, in order to constitute this injury: “ quz alt- 
“enum fundum ungreditur, otest’a domino sz 1s praeviderct 
°6 prohibere ne ingrediatur But the law of England, justly 
considering that much jgeonvenience may happen to the owner, 
before he has an ppifortunity to forbid the entry, has carried 
the poipt much farther, and has treated every entry upon an- 
‘other’s Winds (unless by the owner’s leave, or in some very par- 
ticular cases,) as an injury or wrong, for satisfaction of which 
an action of trespass will lie; but determines the guantum of 
that satisfaction, by considering how far the offence was wilful 
or inadvertent, and by estimating the value of tg actual damage 


sustained. * 






Every unwarrantablé entry on another’s soil the law entitles 
a trespass by breaking his close the words of the writ of tres- 
pass commanding the defendant to shew cause quare clausum 
querentis fregit. For every man’s land 1s in the eye of the law 
inclosed and set apart from his neighbour’s: and that either 
by a visible and material fence, as one field is divided from 
another by a hedge; or, by an ideal invisible boundary, existing 
only in the contemplation of law, as when one man’s land ad- 
joins to another’s in the’Same field. And every such entry or 
breach of a man’s close carries necessarily along with it some 
damage other ; for, if no other special loss can be assigned, 
yet still the words of the writ itself specify one general damage, 
viz. the treading down and bruising his herbage *. 


Onz must have a property (either absolute or temporary) 
* 


b Inst, 2.1.12. © F.N.B. 87, 88. 


Chie WRONGS. 210: 


in the soil, and actual possession by entry, to be able to main- 
tain an action of trespass;(1) or, at least, it is requisite that 
the party have a lease and pdssession of the vesture and her- 
bage of the land*. Thus if a meadow be divided annually 
among the parishioners by lot, then after each person’s several 
portion is. allotted, they may be respectively capable of main- 
taining an action for the breach of their several closes *: for 
they have an exclusive interest and freehold therein for the 
time. But before entry and actual possession, one cannot 
maintain an action of trespass, though he hath the freehold in 
law‘. And therefore an heir before entry cannot have this 
action against an abator; though a disseisee might have it 
against the disseisor, for the injury, done by the disseisin itself, 
at which time the plaintiff was seised of the land ; but he cannot 
have it for any act done after the disseisin, until he hath gained 
possession by re-entry, and then he may well maintain it for the 
intermediate damage done ; for after his re-entry thegaw, by a 
kind of jus postliminiz, supposes the freehold to have all along 
continued in him&. Neither, by the common law, im case af 
an intrusion or deforcement, could the party kept out of pose 
session sue the wrongdoer by a mode of redress, which was 
calculated merely for injuries committed against the land while 
an the possession of the owner. But now by the statute 6 Anne, 
c.18., if a guardian or trustee for any, infant, a husband seised 
jue uxoris, or a person having any estate or interest determin- 
able upon a life or lives, shall, after the determination of their 
respective interests, hold over and continue in possession of the 
lands or tenements, without the [express] consent of the person 
entitled thereto, they are adjudged to be trespassers; and any 


4 Dyer.285. 2 Roll. Abr 549. * 2 Roll, Abr. 553. 
© Cro. Eliz. 421. €11 Rep.5. 


(1) By the terms “ property ether absolute or temporary,” the student 
might be led to suppose, that this action is only maintamable by one 
who 18 lawful owner, or lawfully m possession. But the action is founded 
on possession, not on title; in his omginal complaint, the plaintiff relies 
only on his possession, and discloses no title: nor will he be bound to 
‘prove any, unless the defendant destroys the présumption arising from his 
possession by shewing a title primé facie good in himself. Even if it should 
appear clearly that the plaint:ff’s possession was wrongful, he will recover 
damages in case the defendant 1s also a wrongdoer, and has no title to 
rely on. Graham y, Peat, 1 East,244. Catterts v. Cowper, 4Taunt, 847, 
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reversioner or remainder-man expectant on any life-estate, may 
once in every year, by motion to the court of chancery, procure 
the cestuy gue vie to be produced by the tenant to the land, or 
may enter thereon in case of his refusal or wilful neglect. (2) 
And by the statutes of 4 Geo. IJ. c.28. and 11 Geo. II. c.19. in 
case, after the determination of any term for life, lives, or years, 
any person shall wilfully hold over the same, the lessor or re- 
versioner is entitled to recover by action of debt, either at the 
rate of double the annual value of the premises, in case he him- 
self hath demanded and given notice in writing to the tenant 
to deliver the possession; or else double the usual rent, in case 
the notice of quitting proceeds from the tenant himself, having 
power to determine his lease, and he afterwards neglects to 
carry that notice into due execution. (3) 


A MAN is answerable for not only his own trespass, but that 
of his cattle also: for, if by his negligent keeping they stray 
upon the land of another, (and much more if he permits, or 
drives them on,) and they there tread down his neighbour’s 
herbage, and spoil his corn or his trees, this 1s a trespass for 
which the owner must answer in damages, and the law gives 
the party injured adouble remedy in this case; by permitting 
him to distrein the cattle thus damage-feasant, or doing damage, 
till the owner shall make him satisfaction: or else by leaving 
him to the common remedy in foro contentioso, by action. 
And the action that lies in either of these cases of trespass com- 
mitted upon another’s land, either by a man himself or his 
cattle, is the action of trespass vz e¢ arms; whereby a man 1s 
called upon to answer, quare vt et armies clausum ipsius A. apud 
B. fregit, et blada spsius A. ad valentiam centum solrdorum 
ibsdem nuper crescentia cum gurbusdam averiis depastus furt, con~ 
culcawit, et consumpsit, &c.”, for the law always couples the 
idea of force with that of intrusion upon the property of another. 
And herein, if any unwarrantable act of the defendant or his 


h Regisir. 94, 


(2) But if it afterwards should appear on proof in any action that the 
ceajuy que vie was really alive, the party entitled may re-enter, and main- 
tain an action for the mesne profits, § 3. 

Book If. c.9. p.151. 
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beasts in coming upon the land be proved, it is an act of tres- 
pass for which the plaintiff must recover some damages; such 
however as the jury shall think proper to assess. 


trespasses of a permanent nature, where the injury is 
continually renewed, (as by spoiling or consuming the herbage 
with the defendant’s cattle,) the declaration may allege the in- 
jury to have been committed by continuation from one given 
day to another, (which is called laying the action with a con- 
tinuando,) and the plaintiff shall not be compelled to bring 
separate actions for every day’s separate offence’. But where 
the trespass is by one or several acts, each of which terminates 
in itself, and being once done cannot be done again, it cannot 
be laid with a contznuando, yet if there be repeated acts of 
trespass committed, (as cutting down a certain number of trees, ) 
they may be laid to be done, not continually, but at divers 
days and times within a given period *. (4) 


some cases trespass is justifiable; or, rather, entry on 
another’s land or house shall not mn those cases be accounted 
trespass: as if a man comes thither to demand or pay money, 
there payable; or to execute, in a Jegal manner, the process 
of the law. Also a man may justify entering into an inn or 


‘2 Roll, Abr.545. Lord Raym.240. * Salk, 638, 689. Lord Raym 823. 
7 Mod.152. 


(4) The form of declaring with a continuando 13 now out of use : the plain- 
tiff, according to the present practice, states that defendant on such a day, 
and on divers other days (without specifying them) between that day, and 
the day of the commencement of the suit, committed several trespasses of 
@ continuable nature, as the case may be. Under such a statement 
as this the plaintiff may prove any number of such trespasses committed 
within the limits of time specified, and thus the object of the contmuando is 
answered. In general, the proof of trespasses need not correspond in point of 
time with the date assigned to them in the declaration, and therefore the 
plaintiff may give in evidence an act committed before the earliest day laid 
in the declaration ; but if he ae himself of the continuing clause to prove 
more than one act, they mus have been committed within the limits 
of time assigned by the declaration. Humev. Oldacre, 1 Starkie’s N.P.R. 
351 per Lord Ellenborough. Under the modern form of declaring, it 
would be still wrong to state that the defendant had committed an act 
which terminated in itself, (made an assault, for instance,) on divers day 
and times. English v. Purser, 6 Bast,395. 
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public-house, without the leave of the owner first specially 
asked ; because when a man professes the keeping such inn or 
public-house, he’ thereby‘gives a general licence to any person 
to enter his doors. So a landlord may justify entering to dis- 
trein for rent; a commoner to attend his cattle, commonhing 
on another’s land; and a reversioner, to see if any waste be 
committed on the estate; for the apparent necessity of the 
thing’. Also it hath been said, that by the common law and 
custom of England, the poor are allowed to enter and glean 
upon another’s ground after the harvest, without being guilty 
of trespass ™: which humane provision seems borrowed from 
the Mosaical law". (5) In like manner the common law war- 
rants the hunting of ravenous beasts of prey, as badgers and 
foxes, in another man’s land; because the destroying such 
creatures is said to be profitable to the public®. Butin cases 
where a man misdemeans himself, or makes an ill use of the 
suthority with which the law entrusts him, he shall be ac- 
counted a trespasser ab znztzo”: as if one comes into a tavern 
and will not go out in a reasonable time, but tarries there all 
night contrary to the inclinations of the owner; this wrongful act 
shall affect and have relation back even to his first entry, and 
make the whole a trespass4. But a bare nonfeasance, as not 
paying for the wine he calls for, will not make him a tres- 
passer: for this is only a breach of contract, for which the 
taverner shall have an action of debt or assumpsit against him '. 
So‘if a landlord distreined for rent, and wilfully kitled the dis- 
tress, this by the common law made him a trespasser ab initio® : 
and so indeed would any other irregularity have done, till the 
statute 11 Geo, II. c.19. which enacts, that no subsequent irre- 
gularity of the landlord [where the distress shall be made for 
any kind of rent justly due} shall make his first entry a tres- 
pass; but the party injured shall have a special action of tres- 


° Cro. Jac.$21. 
Trials per paw. °° Finch, L.47. Cro. Jac, 148. 


ch. 15. pag, 438. 92 Roll. Abr. 561. 
” Levit. e. 19. v.9., & c, 23, v.22. 8 Rep.147. 
Deut. 0.24. v.19. &c. ich, L.47. 


(4) The contrary has been decided by three judges against one, in the 
nf Steel vy. Houghton § Ux., and Worlledge vy. Manmng, 1H. Bl. 51. 
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pass or on the case, for the real specific injury sustained, 
unless tender of amends hath been made. But still, if a re- 
versioner, who enters on pretertce of seeing waste, breaks the 
house, or stays there all night; ,or if the commoner who comes 
to tend his cattle, cuts down a tree; in these and similar cases 
the law judges that he entered for this unlawful purpose, and 
therefore, as the act which demonstrates such his purpose is a 
trespass, he shall be esteemed a trespasser ab inztiot. So also 
in the case of hunting the fox or the badger, a man cannot justify 
breaking the soil, and digging him out of his earth: for though 
the law warrants the hunting of such noxious animals for the 
public good, yet it is held" that such things must be done in an 
ordinary and usual manner; therefore, as there is an ordinary 
course to kill them, viz. by hunting, the court held that the 
digging for them was unlawful. (6) 


A MAN may also justify in an action of trespass, on account 
of the freehold and right of entry being in himself; (7) and 
this defence brings the title of the estate in question. This is, 
therefore one of the ways devised, since the disuse of real 
actions, to try the property of estates; though it is not so usual 
as that by ejectment, because that, being now a mixed action, 
not only gives damages for the ejection, but also possession of 
the land: whereas in trespass, which is merely a personal suit, 
the right can be only ascertained, but no possession delivered ; 
nothing being recovered but damages for the wrong committed. 


In order to prevent trifling and vexatious actions of trespass, 
as well as other personal actions, it 1s (¢nter alza) enacted by 
statutes 43 Eliz. c.6. and 22& 23 Car. EI. c.9.§136. that where 


8 Rep. 146 _" Cro Jac 321. 


(6) The instances here given are cases of the abuse of an authority given 
by law, in which the law determines by the subsequent act quo aysmo the 
party did the first, which was ambiguous 1n itself, innocent or wrongful, 
according to the intent. Butif the authonty proceeds from an indi- 
vidual, he cannot for any subsequent abuse punish that which he himself 
has permitted to be done. “ As if he to whom I have lent my horse to ride 
to York, should ride beyond York, I shall have my action on the case for 
the excess, but not a general action of trespass.” Brian J. Year Book, 
12K.4. p.8. pl.20. 8Rep. 147. Six Carpenters’ case. 

(7) Or in a third person, by whose command he entered. 
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the jury, who try an action of trespass, give less damages than 
forty shillings, the plaintiff shall be allowed no more costs 
than damages, unless the judge shall certify under his hand 
that the freehold or title of the Jand came chiefly in question. (8) 
But this rule now admits of two exceptions more, which have 
been made by subsequent statutes. One is by statute 8& 
9W.ILI. c.i1., which enacts, that in all actions of trespass, 
wherein it shall appear that the trespass was wilful and mali- 
cious, and it he so certified by the judge, the plaintiff shall 
recover full costs. Every trespass is wilful, where the de- 
fendant has notice, and is especially forewarned not to come 
on the land; as every trespass is malicious, though the da- 
mage may not amount to forty shillings, where the intent of 
[ 215 } the defendant plainly appears to be to harass and distress the 
plaintiff. (9) ‘The other exception is by statute 4&5 W.&M. 
c.23. which gives full costs against any inferior tradesman, 
apprentice, or other dissolute person, who is convicted of a 
trespass in hawking, hunting, fishing, or fowling, upon an- 
other’s land. Upon this statute it has been adjudged, that if 
a person be an inferior tradesman, as a clothier for instance, ' 
it matters not what qualification he may have in point of 
estate; but, ifhe be guilty of such trespass, he shall be liable 
to pay full costs”. 
¥ Lord Raym, 149. 


(8) Orthat fact should appear upon the pleadings, which is tantamount 
to the judge’s certificate, Asser v Finch, 2Lev.234; or there 1s a special 
plea of justification to the whole declaration found against the defendant, 
in which case it must appear upon the record, either that the freehold can- 
not come in question, and if so, the statute does not apply; or that it 
does, and then a certificate 1s unnecessrry. Redridge v. Palmer, 2H.BI, 2. 
Comer v. Baker, ibid, 341, Peddell y. Kiddle, 7'T.R. 659. See Greene v 
Jones, 1 Williams’ Saunder’s R. 300. n. f sth edit. Respecting these sta- 
tutes see post p.401 n. 

(9) It had been decided that if the trespass was committed after notice, 
the judge was by the statute bound to certify; but in Good v. Watkms, 
3 Kast, 495., it was determined that he hada full diseretion upon all the cir 
cumstances of each case. 
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CHAPTER THE THIRTEENTH. 


or NUSANCE. 


THIRD species of real injuries to a man’s lands and 

tenements, is by nusance. Nusance, nocugeentum, or 
annoyance, signifies any thing that worketh hurt, inconveni- 
ence, or damage. And nusances are of two kinds: public or 
common nusances, which affect the public, and are an annoy- 
ance to all the king’s subjects: for which reason we must 
refer-them to the class of public wrongs, or crimes and mis- 
demesnors: and przvate nusances, which are the objects of 
our present consideration, and may be defined, any thing 
done to the hurt or annoyance of the lands, tenements, or 
hereditaments of another*. We will, therefore, first, mark 
out the several kinds of nusances, and then their respective 
remedies. 


I, In discussing the several kinds of nusances, we will con- 
sider, first, such nusances as may affect a man’s corporeal 
hereditaments, and then those that may damage such as are 


incorporeal, 


1. First, as to corporeal inheritances. If a man builds a 
house so close to mine that his roof overhangs my roof, and 
throws the water off his roof upon mine, this is a nusance, 
for which an action will lie». Likewise to erect a house or 
other building so near to mine, that it obstructs my antient 
lights and windows, is a nusance of a similar nature®. But 
in this latter case it is necessary that the windows be antient, 
that is, have subsisted there a long time without interruption; 
otherwise there is no injury done. For he hath as much 


* Finch. L.188 bY.N.B. 184, © 9 Rep 58. 
R 4 
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right to build a new edifice upon his ground as I have upon 
mine ; since every man may erect what he pleases upon the 
upright or perpendicular of his own soil, so as not to pre- 
judice what has long been enjoyed by another; and it was 
my folly to build so near another’s ground *. Also, if a per- 
son keeps his hogs, or other noisome animals, so near the 
house of another, that the stench of them incommodes him 
and makes the air unwholesome, this is an injurious nusance, 
as it tends to deprive him of the use and benefit of his 
house®. A like injury is, if one’s neighbour sets up and 
exercises any offensive trade; as a tanner’s, a tallow-chand- 
jJer’s, or the like; for though these are lawful and necessary 
trades, yet they should be exercised in remote places; for 
the rule is, “ stc utere tuo, ut alienum non laedas:” this, there- 
fore, is an actionable nusance£ So that the nusances which 
affect a man’s dwellzng may be reduced to these three : 1. Over- 
hanging it; which is also a species of trespass, for cujus est 
solum, ejus est usque ad coelum (1) 2. Stopping antient lights: 
and, 3. Corrupting the air with noisome smells: for light and 
air are two indispensable requisites to every dwelling. But 
depriving one of a mere matter of pleasure, as of a fine pros- 
pect by building a-wall, or the like; this, as it abridges 
nothing really convenient or necessary, is no injury to the 
sufferer, and is therefore not an actionable nusance &. (2) 


4 Cro. Eliz.118 Salk.459 f Cro. Car. 510. 
®*9 Rep 58. ®& 9 Rep 58 


(1) Ina case where the act of trespass was the nadinmg a board on the 
defendant’s own wall, which overhung the plaintiff’s garden, and this 
doctrine and maxim were urged in support of the form of action, Lord 
Ellenborough said, that ‘‘ he did not think it was a trespass to interfere 
with the column of air superincumbent on the close,” that if it was, 1t 
would follow that an aeronaut was hable to an action of trespass, qu. cl. fr. 
at the suit of the occupier of every field over which his balloon passed in 
the course of his voyage. If any damage arises from the object which 
overhangs the close, the remedy he said was by action on the case. Pickering 
v. Rudd, 4 Campb. 219. 

(2) An uninterrupted possession of an easement for twenty years, with 
the acquiescence of hzm who 1s seised of an estate of mheritance in the 
tenements affected by the easement, 1s now held to be sufficient to ground 
an action on the case for the disturbance of it. It will be no answer to 
shew that the easement did not, nor could have subsisted previously, for 
the principle is, that such long uninterrupted possession 1s evidence of a 

grant 
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As to nusance to one’s lands: if one erects a smelting 
house for lead so near the land of another, that the vapour 
and smoke kills his corn and grass, and damages his cattle 
therein, this is held to be a nusance". And by consequence 
it follows, that if one does anyeother act, in itself lawful, 
which yet, being done in that place, necessarily tends to the 
damage of another’s property, it is a nusance: for it is incum- 
bent on him to find some other place to do that act, where it [ 218 ] 
will be less offensive. So also, if my neighbour ought to 
scour a ditch, and does not, whereby my land is overflowed, 
this is an actionable nusance’. 


WITH regar@.to other corporeal hereditaments: it is a 
nusance to stop or divert water that uses to run to another’s 
meadow or mill*; to corrupt or poison a water-course, by 
erecting a dye-house or a lime-pit for the use of trade, in the 
upper part of the stream '; or in short to do any act therein, 
that in its consequences must necessarily tend to the preju- 
dice of one’s neighbour. So closely does the law of England 


bY Roll, Abr.89 k FN B.184 
' Fale on F.N.B. 427. 19 Rep 59. 2 Roll Abr. 141. 





grant. The only way to meet it, therefore, 1s to shew that it has been 
limited in the use, or commenced fraudulently, or that the owner of the 
inheritance has never acquiesced The acquiescence of the tenant for life 
or years for any length of tame will not of itself bind the remainder-man 
or reversioner when he comes ito possession; for their power is only 
commensurate with their interest. And, therefore, in a late case it was de- 
termined that the owner of a house adjoining to glebe land could not 
maintain an action for the obstruction of windows more than twenty years 
old by @ building on the glebe Jand; for if a licence for the enjoyment of 
the windows were presumed, it must have been granted by a tenant for life, 
(the then rector,) who had no powey to bind his successor. Barkervy Rich- 
ardson, 4B.&A.579. It must be obvious that a nght thus acquired must 
be limited in degree by the use made of it: a party by the use of a portion 
of a stream for twenty years does not thereby acquire a mght to the use of 
the whole, or any quantity larger than that portion ; or by the enjoyment 
of hight and air through a small window to the same enjoyment through one 
of larger size. Bealyv. Shaw, 6EHast,208. Mart v. Goble, 1 Campb, 
520. Still he is protected in the use of his specific limited nght, so that m 
the case of the enlarged window, that part of it which was occupied by 
the antient smaller window cannot in strictness be obstructed, though upon 
the whole as much light and air may enter as before through what 1 left 
open. Chandler vy. Thampson, 5 Campb. 80. 
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enferce that excellent rule of gospel-morality, of “ doing to 
st others, as we would they should do unto ourselves.” 


2, As to incorporeal hereditaments, the law carries itself 
with the same equity. If I Rave a way, annexed to my estate, 
across another’s land, and he obstructs me in the use of it, 
either by totally stopping it, or putting logs across it, or 
ploughing over it, it is a musance: for in the first case I can- 
not enjoy my right at all, and in the latter I cannot enjoy it 
so commodiously as 1 ought ™. Also, if I am entitled to hold 
a fair or market, and another person sets up a fair or market 
so near mine that he does me a prejudice, it is a nusance to 
the freehold which I have m my market of fair®. But in 
order to make this out to be a nusance, it is necessary, 
1. That my market or fair be the elder, otherwise the nu- 
sance lies at my own door. 2. That the market be erected 
within the third part of twenty miles from mine. For Sir 
Matthew Hale ° construes the dieta, or reasonable day’s jour- 
ney mentioned by Bracton’, to be twenty miles; as indeed it 
is usually understood, not only in our own law 4, but also in 
the civil’, from which we probably boriowed it. So that if 
the new market be not within seven miles of the old one, it is 
no nusance : for it is held reasonable that every man should 
have a market within one third of a day’s journey from his 
own home; that, the day being divided into three parts, he 
may spend one part in going, another in returning, and the 
third in transacting his necessary business there. If such 
market or fair be on the same day with mine, it 1s prema facte 
a’ nusance to mine, and there needs no proof of it, but the law 
will intend it to be so; but if 1t be on any other day, it may 
be a nusance; though whether it zs so or not, cannot be in- 
tended or presumed, but I must make proof of it to the jury. 
Ifa ferry is erected on a river, so near another antient ferry 
as to draw away it’s custom, it is a nusance to the owner of 
the old one. For where there is a ferry by prescription, the 
owner is bound to keep it always in repair and readiness, for 
the ease of all the king’s subjects; otherwise he may be grie- 


2 Roll, Abr. 140. P 1.4, tr.1. ¢.46, 
" F.N.B.184. 2 Roll, Abr. 140, ¢ 2 Inst. 567. 
° Hale on F.N. B,184, * FF BALL. 
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vonsly amerced *: it would be therefore extremely hard, if a 
new ferry were suffered to share his profits, which does not 
also share his burthen. But where the reason ceases, the law 
also ceases with it: therefore it is no nusance to erect a mill 
so near mine as to draw away the custom, unless the miller 
also intercepts the water. Neither is it a nusance to set up 
any trade, or a school, in neighbourhood or rivalship with 
another: for by such emulation the public are like to be 
gainers; and, if the new mill or school occasion a damage to 
the old one, it is damnum absque injuria*. 


II. Ler us next attend to the remedies which the law has 
given for this injury of nusance. And here I must premise 
that the law gives no private remedy for any thing but a 
private wrong. Therefore no actzon lies for a public or com- 
mon nusance, but an zndzctment only: because the damage 
being common to al/ the king’s subjects, no one can assign his 
particular proportion of it; or, if he could, it would be ex-~- 
tremely hard, if every subject in the kingdom were allowed 
to harass the offender with separate actions. For this reason, 
no person, natural or corporate, can have an action for a 
public nusance, or punish it; but only the king in his public 
capacity of supreme governor, and pater-familzas of the king- 
dom". Yet this rule admits of one exception; where a pri- 
vate person suffers some extraordinary damage, beyond the 
rest of the king’s subjects, by a public nusance; in which case 
-he shall have a private satisfaction by action. Asif, by means 
of a ditch dug across a public way, which is a common nu- 
sance, a man or his horse suffer any injury by falling therein ; 
there, for this particular damage, which is not common to 
‘others, the party shall have his action ’.(3) Also if a man 
hath abated, or removed, a nusance which offended him, (as 
we may remember it was stated in the first chapter of this 
book, that the party injured hath a right to do,) in this case 


* 2 Roll. Abr. 140. “ Vaugh. 341,342 
* Hale on F, N.B.184. ~ Co, Litt. 56. 5 Rep. 73 


# 





(3) The special damage must be the direct consequence of the nuisance. 
Carthew. 194.; and there must have been no want of ordinary care or skill 
in the plaintiff to prevent the mischief.- Butterfield y. Forrester, 11 East, 
60.» Flower v. Adam, 2Taunt.314. 
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he is entitled to no action *. For he had choice of two reme- 
dies ; either without suit, by abating it himself, by his own 
mere act and authority; or by suit, in which he may both 
recover damages, and remove it by the aid of the law: but, 
having made his election of one remedy, he is totally pre- 
cluded from the other. 


Tue remedies by suit are, 1. By action on the case for 
damages; in which the party injured shall only recover a 
satisfaction for the injury sustained ; but cannot thereby re- 
move the nusance. Indeed every continuance of a nusance Is 
held to be a fresh one’; and therefore a fresh action will lie, 
and very exemplary damages will probably be given, if, after 
one verdict against him, the defendant has the hardiness to 
continue it. Yet the founders of the law of England did not 
rely upon probabilities merely, in order to give relief to the 
injured. They have therefore provided two other actions ; 
the assise of nusance, and the writ of quod permittat prosternere 
which not only give the plaintiff satisfaction for his injury 
past, but also strike at the root and remove the cause itself, 
the nusance that occasioned the injury. These two actions, 
however, can only be brought by the tenant of the freehold ; 
so that a lessee for’years is confined to his action upon the 
case *. (4) 


[ 221 ] 2. AN assese of nusance is a writ: wherein it is stated that 
the party injured complains of some particular fact done, ad 
nocumentum liber: tenement: su, and therefore commanding the 
sheriff to summon an assise, that is a jury, and view the premises, 


x 9 Rep. 55. 2 Finch, L, 289 
Y 2 Leon, pl.129. Cro, Eliz 402. 





(4) The action upon the case for a nuisance has the benefit of being al. 
most universal in its application: the occupier of the land may bring 1t for 
the immediate injury to his possession, the reverstoner for the injury to 
his inheritance: they may bring it against him who first occasioned the 
nuisance, or“against him who continues it; and as the continuance is a 
fresh injury, it lets in of course the devisee or alienee of him who was first 
affected, to sue the continuer. As to the subject-matter, too, it is more 
general than an assize of nuisance, which will not hie, it 1s said, for a mere 

Year Book, 11H. 4, p.83. 
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and have them [the jurors] at the next commission of assises, 
that justice may be done therein *: and, if the assise is found 
for the plaintiff, he shall have judgment of two things; 1. To 
have the nusance abated; and, 2. To recover damages. 
Formerly an assise of nusance only lay against the very 
wrongdoer himself who levied, or did the nusance; and did 
not lie against any person to whom he had alienated the 
tenements, whereon the nusance was situated. This was the 
immediate reason for making that equitable provision in 
statute Westm.2. 13 Edw.I. c.24. for granting a similar writ, 
in casu consimilz, where no former precedent was to be found. 
The statute enacts, that ‘ de caetero non recedant querentes a 
** curza domini regis, pro eo quod tenementum transfertur de 
‘* uno in alum,” and then gives the form of a new writ in 
this case: which only differs from the old one in this, that, 
where the assise is brought against the very person only who 
levied the nusance, it 1s said, “ guod A. (the wrongdoer) énjuste 
** Jevavit tale nocumentum;” but, where the lands are aliened 
to another person, the complaint is against both; ° quod A. 
‘‘ (the wrongdoer) e¢ B. (the alienee) levaverunt*.” For every 
continuation, as was before said, is a fresh nusance; and 
therefore the complaint is as well grounded against the alienee 
who continues it, as against the alienor who first levied it. 


3. Berore this statute, the party injured, upon any alien- 
ation of the land wherein the nusance was set up, was driven 
to his guod permittat prosternere; which is in the nature of a 
writ of right, and therefore subject to greater delays‘. This 
is a writ commanding the defendant to permit the plaintiff to 
abate, guod permittat prosternere, the nusance complained of; 
and, unless he so permits, to summon him to appear in court, 
and shew cause why he will not*. And this writ lies as well 
jor the alienee of the party first injured, as against the alienee 
of the party first injuring; as hath been determined by all 
the judges (5) And the plaintiff shall have judgment herein 

4 2 Inst. 405. 


9 Rep. 55. e F.N.B.124. 
f 5 Rep.100, 101. 


(5) It hes against the alienee only after request made to him to 
the nusance, 5Rep.101, Penruddock’s case. 
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to abate the nusgnce, and to recover damages against the 
defendant. 


Bors these actions, of assise of nusance, and of quod permit- 
tat prosternere, are now out of use, and have given way to 
the action on the case; in which, as was before observed, no 
judgment can be had to abate the nusance, but only to re- 
cover damages. Yet, as therein it is not necessary that the 
freehold should be in the plaintiff and defendant respectively, 
as it must be in these real actions, but it is maintainable by 
one that hath possession only, against another that hath like 
possession, the process is therefore easier: and the effect will 
be much the same, unless a man has a very obstinate as well 
as an ill-natured neighbour: who had rather continue to pay 
damages than remove his nusance. For in such a case, re- 
course must at last be had to the old and sure remedies, 
which will effectually conquer the defendant’s perverseness, 
by sending the sheriff with his posse comztatus, or power of 
the county, to level it. 
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CHAPTER THE FOURTEENTH. 


or WASTE. 


H_ fourth species of injury, that may be offered to one’s 

real property, is by waste, or destruction in lands and 
tenements. What shall be called waste was considered at 
large in a former volume *, as it was a means of forfeiture, 
and thereby of transferring the property of real estates. I 
shall, therefore, here only beg leave to remind the student, 
that waste is a spoil and destruction of the estate, either in 
houses, woods, or lands; by demolishing not the temporary 
profits only, but the very substance of the thing; thereby 
rendering it wild and desolate; which the common law ex- 
presses very significantly by the word vastum: and that this 
vastum, or waste, is either voluntary, or permissive; the one 
by an actual and designed demolition of the lands, woods, 
and houses; the other arising from mere negligence, and 
want of sufficient care in reparations, fences, and the like. 
So that my only business is at present to shew to whom this 
waste is an injury; and of course who is entitled to any, and 
what, remedy by action. 


I. THE persons who may be injured by waste, are such 
as have some zn/erest in the estate wasted ; for if a man be the 
absolute tenant in fee-simple, without any incumbrance or 
charge on the premises, he may commit whatever waste his 
own indiscretion may prompt him to, without being impeach- 
able, or accountable for it to any one. And, though his heir 
is sure to be the sufferer, yet nemo est haeres viventis; no man 
is certain of succeeding him, as well on account of the un- 
certainty which shall die first, as also because he has it in 


his own power to constitute what’ heir he pleases, according 


+ @ See vol II. ch 18. 
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to it ivi Ledhbbiion of att taeves natus and,n haeres factus: 
Ory in the mofe accuraté phraseology of ur English law, he 
‘finy aliene af ay his estaté to whomever he thinks 

proper, "hd i pet tion or deyise may disinherit his 
heir at law. th ahione hands soever, therefore, the estate 
ee comes, after a tenant in fee-simple, . though the waste 
undanbtedly damnum, it is damnum absque ingyria. 


“< a4 : 


NE species of interest, whicheis injured by waste, is that 
of a person who,lias a right of common in the place wasted ; 
especially if it be. common of Pstovers, or a right of cutting 
and carrying away woed for house-hote, plough-bote, &c. 
Here, if the owner of the’wood gemolishes the whole wood, 
and thereby destroys all possibility of taking estovers, this 1s 
an injury to the commoner, amounting to no less than a dis- 
seisin of his common ef estevers, if he chooses so to consider 
it; for which he has his remedy to recover possession and 
damages by assise, if entitld-to a freehold in such common; 
but if he has only a ‘chattél interest, then he can only recover 
damages by arf wetion on the case for this waste and nae 
tiog of the woods, out’of which his estovers were to issue >. 


Bur the most, usual and important interest that is hurt 
by this commission of waste, is that of him who hath the re- 
mainder or reversion of the inheritance, after a particular 
estate for life or years in being. Here, if the particular te- 
nant, (be it the tenant in dower or by curtesy, who was an- 
swerable for waste at the common law‘, or the lessee for life 
or years, who was first made liable by the statutes of Marl- 
bridge“ and of Glocester*°) if the particular tenant, I say, 
commits or suffers any waste, it is a manifest injury to him 
that has the inheritance, as it tends to mangle and dismember 
it of it’s most desirable incidents and ornaments, among which 
timber and houses may justly be reckoned the principal. 
To him therefore in remainder or reversion, to whom the 7 
heritance appertains in expectancy‘, the law hath given an 


>F.N.B.59. 9 Rep.112. ¢ 6 Edw.I.c 5. 
© 2 Inat.299, F Co, Litt. 59, 
~ 4§2 Hen. III. c.93. 
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uate rang. (1) iene St regulon 
cee only, is 


sia to sue ae :simoe- his é . 
may never pethapS ‘come-into poss mw@ then hel 
suffered no injury. Yet, a pars _ afbii-deacon 
bendary, and the like, who are seised ‘ta right@of their ch 
of any remainder or reversion, may have an action of waste 

for they, in many cases, have, for the benefit of md 
and of the ne hs & fee-simple qualified? and*y oe oes 

are not seised in their own right, the writ of ts 

say, ad exhaeredationem tpsius, as for ether ceeneiga he 
simple; byt gd exhaeredatiqnem eoclexiae, In whose right the | 
fee4imple is ‘holden &. . 




















. # q 4" 
II. Tue redress for thés injury of waste ‘is. of two kinds ; 


preventive, and corrective! the former of which is by writ 


of estrepement, the latter by that of waste. 
4 


1, EstREPEMENT is an gid. head, word, signifying the 
same as waste or extirpation : and, the writ of estrepement lay 
at the common law, after judgment obtained in any action 
real®, and before possession was del vered by the sheriff; to 
stop any waste which the vanquished party might be tempted - 
to commit in lands, which were determined to be no longer 
his. But as in some cases the demandant may be justly 
apprehensive, that the tenant may make waste or estrepement 


§ Co. Litt. 341. h 2 Inst.328. 





(1) The action of waste is maintainable only by him who has the in- 
heritance immediately expectant on the estate of him who commits the 
waste } see post, p 227.: an interposed freehold estate, so long as it is in 
existence, will destroy the remedy. And even where the inheritance is 
immediately expectant, if any alteration or conveyance of it 1s made after 
the waste committed, and before the action brought, the remedy is gone, 
and this although the conveyance make no actual alteration in the re- 
versioner’s interest; as if he should grant the reversion to the use of him- 
self and his heirs, (the effect of whith is to give the reversioner in fee pre- 
cisely the same estate which he had before,)-still he could bring no action 
for waste committed before the conveyance Co. Litt. 53. b. 

But cases such as this are not left remediless; in some t te is 
punishable by an action on the case for damages ; in others, in which no 
action can be maintained, a court of equity will interpose preventively by 
way of injunction ; which it will also do in some instanceés, in which an ac- 
tion will he, by way of more speedy ‘and effectual relief. See Vol. If. 
p. 283. n. 
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pending the suit; well Looming the weakness of his title, 
therefore the statute of,Glocester ! gave another writ of ¢s- 
[ 226 } srepement pendente placito, commanding the sheriff firmly to 
inhibit the tenant “ n¢ fiecat vastum vel estrepamentum pen- 
“ dente plactto ajcto indiscusso*.” And, by virtue of either of 
these writs the sheriff ‘niay resist them that do, or offer to do 
waste; arid, if otherwise he cannot prevent them, he may 
lawfully imprison the wasters, or make a warrant to others 
to imprison them: or, if necessity require, he may, take the 
posse comitatus to his assistance. “So odious in the sight of 
the law is waste nd destructiog'. In suing out these two 
writs this difference was formerly observed; that in actions 
merely possessory, where no damages are recovered, a writ 
of estrepement might be had at any time pendente lite, nay, even 
at the time of suing out the ériginal writ, or first process : 
but, in an action where damages were recovered, the demand- 
ant could only have a writ af estrepement, if he was apprehen- 
sive of waste after verdict: had#; for, with regard to waste 
done before the verdict was given, it was presumed the jury 
would consider, that in assessing the quantum of damages. 
But now it seems to be held, by an equitable construction of 
the statute of Glocester, and in advancement of the remedy, 
that a writ of estrepement, to prevent waste, may be had in 
every stage, as well of such aetions wherein damages are re- 
covered, as of those wherein only possession is had of the 
lands; for peradventure, saith the law, the tenant may not be 
of ability to satisfy the demandant his full damages". And 
therefore now, in.an action of waste itself, to recqver the place 
wasted and also damages, a writ of estrepement will lie, as well 
before as after judgment. For the plaintiff cannot recover 
damages for more waste than 1s contained in his original 
complaint: neither is he at liberty to assign or give in evidence 
any waste made after the suing out of the writ: it is therefore 
teasonable that he should have this writ of preventive justice, 
since he is in his present suit debarred of any farther remedial®. 
writ of estrepement, forbidding waste, bé directed and 
fed to the tenant himself, as it may be, and he afterward: 





16 Edw. I. c.13. m F.N.B.60,61. 


B Regutr.77. ® Tind.61. 
! 2 Inst.329, > § Rep. 115. 
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proceeds te commit waste, anaction may be carried en upon 
the foundation of this writ ; wherein the only plea of the te- 
nant can be, non feeit vastum tontra prohibttionem: and, if 
upon verdict it’ be found that he did, the plaintiff may recover 
costs and damages’, or the party may proceed to punish the 
defendant for the contempt: for if, after the writ directed 
and delivered to the tenant or his servants, they proceed to 
commit waste, the court will imprison them for this contempt 
_of the wrt’. But not so, if it be directed to the sheriff, for 
then it is incumbent upon him to prevent the estrepement ab- 
solutely, even by raising the posse comitatus, if it can be done 
no other way. (2) 


“re 


BeEsipEs this preventivé redress at common law, the courts 
of equity, upon bill exhibited therein, complaming of waste 
and destruction, will grant an injunction in order to stay waste; 
until the defendant shall have put in his answer, and the 
court shall thereupon make further order. Which is now 
become the most usual way of preventing waste. 


2. A writ of waste is also an action, partlysounded upon 
the common law, and partly upon the statute of Glocester ’ ; 
and may be brought by him who hath the immediate estate of 
inheritance in reversion or remainder, against the tenant for 
life, tenant in dower, tenant by the curtesy, or tenant for 
years. This action is also maintainable in pursuance of sta- 
tute * Westm.2. by one tenant in common of the inherit- 
ance (3) against another, whg makes waste in the estate holden 


» Moor. 100. r 6 Ed. I. c. 5. 
4 Hob.83, °13 Ed.I. e 22. 


(2) Besides as the writ is not directed immediately to the parties, their 
disobedience 1s not an immediate contempt. 

The author has omitted to mention another general method of prevél- 
tive redress at common law, which was by the wnt of prohibitun. This 
lay in cases whgre there was no contention between the parhes as to the 
title or possession, but where the hes was fearful that the tenant.in dower, 
by curtesy, or the guardian, commit waste, he then sued out this writ 
directed to the sheriff, who ‘proceeded under it exactly as has been de- 
scribed with regard to the writ of estrepement. 2 Inst. 299. 

(3) He need not be tenant of the itheritance, it is ¢nough for him to 
have the freehold; but the statute does not extend to waste committed in 

gs 2 castles, 
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in common. The equity of which statute extends to joint- 
tenants, but not to coparceners; because by the old law co- 
parceners might make partition, whenever either of them 
thought proper, and thereby prevent future waste, but tenants 
in common and joint-tenants could not; and therefore the 
statute gave them this remedy, compelling the defendant either 
to make partition, and take the place wasted to his own share, 
or to give security not to commit any farther waste’. But 
these tenants in common and joint-tenants are not liable to 
the penalties of the statute of Glocester, which extends only 
to such as have life-estates, and do waste to the prejudice of 
the inheritance. The waste, however, must be something con- 
siderable; for if it amount only to twelve pence, or some such 
petty sum, the plaintiff shall not recover in an action of waste: 
nam de minimis non curat lex”. (4) 


Tus action of waste is a mixed action; partly real, so far 
as it recovers land; and partly personal, so far as it recovers 
damages. For it is brought for both those purposes ; and, if 
the waste be proved, the plaintiff shall recover the thing or 
place wasted, “and also treble damages, by the statute of Glo- 
cester. The writ of waste calls upon the tenant to appear 
and shew cause why he hath committed waste and destruction 
in the place named, ad exhaeredationem, to the disinherison 
of the plaintiff”. And if the defendant makes default, or does 
not appear at the day assigned him, then the sheriff is to take 
with him a jury of twelve men, and go in person to the place 
alleged to be wasted, and there inquire of the waste done, 
and the damages; and make a return or report of the same 
to the court, upon which report the judgment is founded *. 


t 2 Inst, 403, 404. w F.N.B.55. 
“ Finch. L.29. * Poph, 24. 


les, houses, or other places for the habitation of man, because at the 
common law that was remediable by the writ de reparatione factendé. 
2Inst.405. F.N.B. 127. = 
(4) See Harrow School v. Alderton, 2B. &P. 86.,in which-an action of 
waste was brought for ploughing up three dows, and converting them 
into garden ground; such a change of enitivation of land being a 
species of waste. (See Vol.II.p.282.) The jury gave the plaintiffs a farthing 


as damages for each meadow, and the court allowed the judgment to be 
entered up for the defendant. 
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For the law will not suffer so heavy s judgment as the for- 
feiture and treble damages, to be passed upon a mere default, 
without full assurance that the feet is according as it is stated 
in the writ. But if the defendant appears to the writ, and 
afterwards suffers judgment to go against him by default, or 
upon a nzhil decit, (when he makes no answer, puts in no plea, 
in defence,) this amounts to a confession of the waste; since, 
having once appeared, he cannot now pretend ignorance of 
the charge. Now therefore the sheriff shall not go to the 
place to inquire of the fact, whether any waste has, or has 
not, been committed; for this is already ascertained by the 
silent confession of the defendant: but he shall only, as in 
defaults upon other actions, make inquiry of the guantum of 
damages’. ‘The defendant, on the trial, may give in evidence 
any thing that proves there was no waste committed, as that 
the destruction happened by lightning, tempest, the king’s 
enemies, or other inevitable accident*.(5) But it is no de- 
fence to say, that a stranger did the waste, for against him 
the plaintiff hath no remedy: though the defendant is entitled 
to sue such stranger in an action of trespass vi et armis, and 
shall recover the damages he has suffered in consequence of 
such unlawful act *. 


WHEN the waste and damages are thus ascertained, either 
by confession, verdict, or inquiry of the sheriff, judgment is 
given, in pursuance of the statute of Glocester, c.5., that the 


¥ Cro. Eliz. 18.290. * Law of nist prius, 120. 
2 Co. Litt.53. 


(5) The case of accidental fire was provided for by the 6Ann c.3I.; that 
statute 1s now repealed by the 14Geo 3. c.78 , which by §86. enacts that 
no action shall be prosecuted against any person in whose house, chamber, 
stable, barn, or other building, or on whose estate any fire shall accidental- 
ly begin. It provides, however, that no contract or agreement made be- 
tween landlord and tenant shall be thereby defeated. Since the passing 
of this act 1t has been determined that 1t affords no protection to a tenant 
who has covenanted generally to repair; if the premises are burned down 
by accident, he must still rebuild them under his covenant; Bullock v. Dom- 
mutt, 6 T.R. 650. ; and whether he has so covenanted or not, he must con- 
tinue to pay the rent during the whole term Belfour v. Weston, 1T.R. 
Baker v. Holbzaffel, 4 Taunt. 45. 18Ves.115 S.C. 


« 
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plaintiff shall recover the place wasted (6); for which he has 
immediately a writ of seisin, provided the particular estate be 
still subsisting, (for, if it be gjpired, there can be no forfeiture 
of the land,) and also that the plaintiff shall recover treble the 
damages assessed by the jury; which he must obtain in the 
game manner as all other damages, in actions personal and 
mixed, are obtained, whether the particular estate be expired, 
or still in being. (7) 





(6) The whole place if the waste be general, or the thing indivisible ; 
but if the waste be committed only in one part, that may be conveniently 
divided from the_rest, that part only shall be recovered. Co Litt. 54.a. 
2 Inst 304. 

(7) There are some cases of particular tenancies, in which upon different 
grounds waste 1s dispunishable; thus, as waste in tenant for life or years is 
only punishable by statutes which do not mention the king expressly, the 
king holding a lease for life or years 1s not lable to any swt for waste done. 
Again, the death of a person actually committing the waste will in general 
put an end to the remedy, on the ordinary principle of personal actions 
for wrongs not surviving the person. Again, the liability of the party to 
another leas severe account will in some cases exempt him from answering 
for waste immediately and specifically, as in the instance of the guardian in 
socage, who at the expiration of his trust was bound to render an acpount 
to the ward Lastly, the nature of the waste is material, for 1f it be only 
permissive, it seems that no action on the case for it can be maintained 
against the tenant for years, or at will. 5Co.13. Gtdson v. Wells, 
1N.R, 290. Herne vy. Bembow, 4 Taunt.764. Jones v. Hill, 7 Taunt. 
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CHAPTER THE FIFTEENTH. 


of SUBTRACTION. 


SUBTRACTION, which is the fifth species of injuries af- 

fecting a man’s real property, happens when any person 
who owes any suit, duty, custom, or service to another, with- 
draws or neglects to perform it. It differs from a disseisin, in 
that ¢hzs is committed without any denial of the right, consist- 
ing meiely of non-performance; that strikes at the very title 
of the party injured, and amounts to an ouster or actual dis- 
possession. Subtraction, however, being clearly an injury, is 
remediable by due course of law. but the remedy differs ac- 
cording to the nature of the services; whether they be due by 
virtue of any tenure, or by custom only. 


I. Featry, suit of court, and rent, are duties and services 
usually issuing and arising ratzone tenure, being the conditions 
upon which the antient lords granted out their lands to their 
feudatories: whereby it was stipulated, that they and their 
heirs should take the oath of fealty or fidelity to their lord, 
which was the feodal bond, or commune vinculum between lord 
and tenant; that they should do suit, or duly attend and follow 
the lord’s courts, and there from tame to time give their assist- 
ance, by serving on juries, either to decide the property of 
their neighbours in the court-baron, or correct their misde-~ 
mesnors in the court-leet; and, lastly, that they should yield, 
to the lord certain annual stated returns, in military attendance, 
in provisions, in arms, in matters of ornament or pleasure, in 
rustic employments or preedial labours, or (which is instar 
omnzum) in money, which will provide all the rest; all which 
are comprised under the one general name of reditus, retarn, 
or rent. And the subtraction or ngn-observance of any of 

5 4 , 
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these conditions, by neglecting to swear fealty, to do suit of 
court, or to render the rent or service reserved, is an injury to 
the freehold of the lord, by-diminishing and depreciating the 
value of his seignory. 


Tue general remedy for all these is by distress; and it is 
the only remedy at the common law for the two first of them. 
The nature of distresses, their incidents and consequences, we 
have before more than once explained*: it may here suffice 
to remember, that they are a taking of beasts, or other personal 
property, by way of pledge to enforce the performance of 
something due from the party distreined upon. And for the 
most part it is provided that distresses be reasonable and mo- 
derate; but in the case of distress for fealty or suit of court, no 
distress can be unreasonable, immoderate, or too large”: for 
this is the only remedy to which the party aggrieved is enti- 
tled, and therefore it ought to be such as is sufficiently com- 
pulsory; and, be it of what value it will, there is no harm 
done, especially as it cannot be sold or made away with, but 
must be restored immediately on satisfaction made. A distress 
of this nature, that has no bounds with regard to it’s quantity, 
and may be repeated from time to time, until the stubbornness 
of the party is conquered, is called a dzstress znjinzte ; which is 
also used for some other purposes, as in summoning jurors, 


and the like. 


OrueEr remedies for subtraction of rents or services are, 

1. By action of debi, for the breach of this express contract, 

of which enough has been formerly said. This is the most 

usual remedy, when recourse is had to any action at all for the 

7 necovery of pecuniary rents, to which species of render almost 
*s all free services are now reduced, since the abolition of the 
military tenures. But for a freehold rent, reserved on a lease 

[ 232 ] for life, &c. no action of debt lay by the common law, during 
the continuance of the freehold out of which it issued‘; for 

- the law would not suffer a real injury to be remedied by an 
action that was merely personal. However, by the statutes 

8 Ann. c.14, and 5 Geo. III. c.17. actions of debt may now be 


pag.6.148, © 1 Roll, Abr, 595. 
6 Finch, L285. 
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brought at any time to recover such freehold tents. 2. An 
assise of mort d’ancestor or novel disseisin will lie of rents as 
well as of lands *; if the lord, for the sake of trying the posses- 
sory right, will make it his election to suppose himself ousted 
or disseised thereof. This is now seldom heard of; and all 
other real actions to recover rent, being in the nature of writs 
of right, and therefore more dilatory in their progress, are en- 
tirely disused, though not formally abolished by law. Of this 
species however, is, 3. The writ de consuetudinibus et servitiis, 
which lies for the lord against his tenant, who withholds from 
him the rents and services due by custom, or tenure, for his 
land*. This compels a specific payment or performance of 
the rent or service; and there are also others, whereby the lord 
shall recover the land itself in lieu of the duty withheld. ‘As, 
4. The writ of cessavit, which hes by the statutes of Gloces- 
ter, 6 Edward I. c.4. and of Westm.2. 13 Edw. I. c.21. and 41. 
when a man who holds lands of a lord by rent or other ‘services, 
neglects or ceases to perform his services for two years together; 
or where a religious house hath lands given it, on condi- 
tion of performing some certain spiritual service, as reading 
prayers or giving alms, and neglects it; in either of which cases, 
if the cesser or neglect have continued for two years, the 
lord or donor and his heirs shall have a writ of cessavit to re- 
cover the land itself, eo quod tenens in factendts servitiis per 
brennium yam cessavt’. In like manner, by the civil law, if a 
tenant who held lands upon payment of rent or services, or 
“6 jure emphyteutico,” neglected to pay or perform them per 
totum triennrum, he might be ejected from such emphyteutic 
lands*. But by the statute of Glocester, the cessavit does not 
lie for lands let upon fee-farm rents, unless they have lain 
fresh and uncultivated for two years, and there be not sufficient 
distress upon the premises; or unless the tenant hath so en- 
closed the land, that the lord cannot come upon it to distrein 5. 
For the law prefers the simple and ordinary remedies, by 
distress or by the actions just now mentioned, to this extraor- 
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dinary one of forfeiture for a cessavit - and therefore the same , 


statute of Glocester has provided farther, that upon tender of 


4 FN.B.195. © Cod 4.66.2 
© Yiad.151. h F.N.B.209. 2Inst.g96, = 
f Ibid. 208. 
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arrears and damages before judgment, and giving security for 
the future performance of the services, the process shall be at 
an end, and the tenant shall retain his land; to which the 
statute of Westm. 2. conforms, so far as may stand with con- 
venience and reason of lew’. It is easy to observe, that the 
statute * 4Geo.1I. c.28. (which permits landlords who have a 
right of re-entry for non-peyment for rent, to serye an eject- 
ment on their tenants, when half a year’s rent is due, and there 
is no sufficient distress on the premises) is in some measure 
vopied from the antient writ of cessavit: especially as it may 
be satisfied and put an end to in a similar manner, by tender 
of the rent and costs within six months after. And the same 
remedy is, in substance, adopted by statute 11Geo.2. c.19. §16., 
which enacts that where any tenant at rack-rent [or at a rent 
full three-fourths of the yearly value] shall be one year’s rent 
in arrear, and shall desert the demised premises, leaving the 
same uncultivated or unoccupied, se that no sufficient distress 
can be had: two justices of the peace (after notice affixed on the 
premises for fourteen days without effect) may give the land- 
lord possession thereof, and thenceforth the lease shall be 
void. {1) 5. There is also another very effectual remedy, which 
takes place when the tenant upon a writ of assise for rent, or 
on a replevin, disowns or disclaims his tenure, whereby the 
lord loses his verdict; in-which case the lord may have writ 
of right, seer disclarmer, grounded on this denial of tenure; and 
shall upon proof of the tenure, recover back the land itself so 
holden, as a punishment to the tenant for such his false dis- 
claimer". This piece of retaliating justice, whereby the tenant 
who endeavours to defraud his lord is himself deprived of the 
estate, as it evidently proceeds upon feodal principles, so it is 
expressly to be met with in the feodal constitutions ™: “ va- 
‘§ sallus, qu: abnegauit feudum epusve conditionem, exspoli- 


i 2 Inst.401.460. ! Finch. L.270, 271. 
x See pag. 206. ™ Feud. 1 2. t. 26. 


(1) By the 57Geo.2. c.52., the provisions of this section are extended to 
cases where only half 3 year’s rent 1s in arrear, and where the premises are 
held under any demise or agreement, either wntten or verbal, and with or 
without reservation of a right of re-entry in case of non-payment of rent 
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And, as on the one hand the antient law previded these 
several remedies to obviate the knavery and punish the ingra~ 
titude of the tenant, so on the other hand it was equally careful 
to redress the oppression of the lord; by furnishing, 1. The 
writ of ne injuste veres" ; which is an antient writ founded on 
that chapter ° of magna carta, which prohibits distresses for 
greater services than are really due to the lord; (2) being itself 
of the prohibitory kind, and yet in the nature of a writ of right ?. 
It lies, where the tenant in fee-simple and his ancestors have 
held of the lord by certain services; and the lord hath ob- 
tained seisin of more or greater services, by the inadvertent 
payment or performance of them by the tenant himself. 
Flere the tenant cannot in an avowry avoid the lord’s posses- 
sory right, because of the seisin given by his own hands; but is 
driven to this writ, to devest the lord’s possession, and esta- 
blish the mere right of property, by ascertaining the services, 
and reducing them to their proper standard. But this writ does 
not lie for tenant in tail; for he may avoid suth seisin of the 
lord, obtained from the payment of his ancestors, by plea to 
an avowry in replevin’. (3) 2. The writ of mesne, de medio ; 
which is also in the nature of a writ of right", and lies, when 
upon a strbinfeudation the mesne, or middle lord’, suffers his 
under-tenant, or tenant paravail, to be distreined upon by the 
lord paramount, for the rent due to him from the mesne lord ¢. 
And in such case the tenant shall have judgment to be acquit- 
ted (or indemnified) by the mesne lord; and if he makes de- 
fault therein, or does not appear originally to the tenant’s writ, 
he shall be forejudged of his mesnalty, and the tenant shall 
hold immediately of the lord paramount himself +. (4) 


" F.N.B 10 ‘ Booth 136. 

© 6.10. * See book II. ch. 5. pag. 59, 60. 
P Booth. 126. ‘ FN B 135. 

9F.N.B.11. 2 Inst.21. u 2 Inst.374. 


(2) Ld. Coke (2Inst. p.21.) expressly denies this, and crtes the wait from 
Glanville, and it is mentioned in the Mirror. 

(3) But he wit still be bound by his own payment during his own life 
m an avowry, he must therefore seek his remedy by an action onc 10. 
of Magna Carta above cited 2 Inst 21. 

(4) “ By the same services as the mesne haldeth by.” 2Inst.3574. 
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‘ . JI. Txus far of the remedies for subtraction of rents or 
other services due by tenure. There are also other services 
due by antient custom and prescriptcon only. Such is that of 
doing suit to another’s mill (5): where the persons, resident 
in a particular place, by usage time out of mind, have been ac- 
customed to grind their corn atacertain mill; and afterwards 
any of them go to another mill,.and withdraw their suit (their 
secta a sequendo) from the antient mill. ‘This is not only a da- 
mage, but an injury, to the owner; because this prescription 
might have a very reasonable foundation; viz. upon the 
erection of such mill by the ancestors of the owner for the con- 
yenience of the inhabitants, on condition, that when erected, 
they should all grind their corn there only. And for this in- 
jury the owner shall have a writ de secta ad molendinum™, com- 
manding the defendant to do his suit at that mill, guam ad 
wllud facere debet, et solet, or shew good cause to the contrary: 
in which action the validity of the prescription may be tried, 
and if it be found for the owner, he shall recover damages 
against the defendant*. In like manner, and for like reasons, 
the register’ will inform us, that a man may have a writ of secta 
ad furnum, secta ad torrale, et ad omnia alia hujusmod:; for 
suit due to his furnum, his public oven, or bakehouse; or to 
his ¢orrale, his kiln, or malthouse; when a person’s ancestors 
have erected & convenience of that sort for the benefit of 
the neighbourhood, upon an agreement (proved by imme- 
morial custom) that all the inhabitants should use and resort 
to it when erected. But, besides these special remedies 
for subtractions, to compel the specific performance of the 
service due by custom; an action on the case will also lie for all 
of them, to repair the party injured in damages. And thus 
much for the injury of subtraction. 


wFLN B 123. * Co Entr.641. 


(5) The secta ad molendinum, &c. may be due by tenure, as well as 
custom. Drake v. Wiglesworth, Willes. Rep.656.; and where that is the 
case, the lord may distrein as in other cases of subtraction, Registr.153. 
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CHAPTER THE SIXTEENTH. 


or DISTURBANCE. 


HE sixth and last species of real injuries is that of dis- 

turbance ; which is usually a wrong done to some incor- 
poreal hereditament, by hindering or disquieting the owners 
in their regular and lawful enjoyment of it*. I shall consider 
five sorts of this injury; viz. 1. Disturbance of franchises. 
2. Disturbance of common. 3. Disturbance of ways. 4. Dis- 
turbance of fenure. 5. Disturbance of patronage. 


I.“ DisturBANCcE of franchises happens when a man has the 
franchise of holding a court-leet, of keeping a fair or market, 
of free-warren, of taking toll, of seizing waifs or estrays, or 
(in short) any other species of franchise whatsoever; and 
he is disturbed or incommoded in the lawful exercise thereof. 
As if another, by distress, menaces, or persuasions, prevails 
upon the suitors not to appear at my court; or obstructs the 
passage to my fair or market; or hunts in my free-warren ; 
or refuses to pay me the accustomed toll; or hmders me 
from seizing the waif or estray, whereby it escapes or is 
carried out of my liberty; in every case of this kind, all 
which it is impossible here to recite or suggest, there is an in- 
jury done to the legal owner ; his property is damnified; and 
the profits arising from such his franchise are diminished. To 
remedy which, as the law has given no other writ, he is 
therefore entitled to sue for damages by a special action on 


the case: or, in case of toll, may take a distress if he pleases. - 


4 


» 

II. Tue disturbance of common comes next to’ be consi- 
dered; where any act is done, by which the right of another 
to his conimon is incommoded or diminished. This may 

pe 


“eee 


Finch. L. 187, ® Cro, Eliz. 558. 
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happen, in the first place, where one who hath no right of 
common, puts his cattle into the land; and thereby robs the 
cattle of the commoners of their respective shares of the pas- 
ture. Or if one, who hath a right of common, puts in cattle 
which are not commonable, as hogs and goats ; which amounts 
to the same inconvenience. But the lord of the soil may (by 
custom or prescription, but not without) put a stranger’s cat- 
tle into the common‘; and also, by a like prescription for 
common appurtenant, cattle that are not commonable may be 
put into the commen‘. The lord, also, of the soil may justify 
making burrows therein, and putting in rabbits, so as they do 
not increase to so large a number as totally to destroy the com- 
mon’. But in general, in case the beasts of a stranger, or 
the uncommonable cattle of a commoner, be found upon the 
land, the lord or any of the commoners may distrein them 
damage-feasant': or the commoner may bring an action on 
the case to recover damages, provided the injury done be 
any thing considerable: so that he may lay his action with 
a per quod, or allege that thereby he was deprived of his com- 
mon. But for a trivial trespass the commoner has no action ; 
but the lord of the soil only, for the entry and trespass com- 
mitted §, (1) 


© 1 Roll. Abr.396. 9 Rep.112 
4 Co. Litt. 122. & Ibid. 
€ Cro. Eliz 876. Cro.Jac.195 Lutw 108. 





(1) The passage referred to in the Reports 1s this:—“If the trespass 
be so small that the commoner has not any loss, but sufficient in ample 
manner remains for him, no action lies for it”? Mr.Serjeant Williams ob- 
serves that this must be understood with some restriction. " Undoubtedly 
if cattle escape mto-the common, and are driven out by the owner as soon 
as he has notice, though the lord may have an action of trespass 
for the injury to his soil, the commoner cannot bring an action upon the 
case, for this seems to fall directly within the rule. But if cattle are 
permitted to depasture the common, whether they are a stranger’s, or 
the supernumerary cattle of a commoner, whether they are driven or escape 
there, a commone® may have an action upon the case, in which 1t does not 
seem necessary for him to prove any specific twnjury sustained. The 
consumption of the grase by the other cattle, 1 of itself a diminution of 
the nght and profit of the commoner, and considered as a sufficient proof 
of the damage alleged in the declaration, for if the other cattle had not 

there, the commoner’s cattle might have eaten every blade of grass 
was consumed by the other, Besides the law considers that the 
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ANOTHER disturbance of common is by surcharging it; ot 
putting more cattle therein than the pasture and herbage will 
sustain, or the party hath a right todo. In this case he that 
surcharges does an injury to the rest of the owners, by depriv- 
ing them of their respective portions, or at least contracting 
them into a smaller compass. Thisinjury by surcharging can, 
properly speaking, only happen where the common is append- 
ant or appurtenant”, and of course limitable by law; or where, 
when in gross, it is expressly limited and certain; for where a 
man hath common in gross, sans nombre or without stint, he 
cannot be a surcharger. However, even where a man is said 
to have common without stint, still there must be left suffi- 
cient for the lord’s own beasts'; for the law will not suppose 
that, at the original grant of the common, the lord meant to 
exclude himself, (2) 


THE usual remedies, for surcharging the common, are either 
by distreining so many of the beasts as are above the number 
allowed, or else by an action of trespass, both which may 
be had by the lord: or lastly, by a special action on the case 
for damages ; in which any commoner may be plaintiff’, But 
the antient and most effectual method of proceeding is by writ 
of admeasurement of pasture. ‘This lies either where a common 
appurtenant or in gross 1s certain as to number, or where 
@ man has common appendant or appurtenant to his land, 


h See book II ch 3. j 1Freem.273. 
11 Roll, Abr.399. 


right of the commoner 1s injured by such an act, and therefore allows him 
to bring an action for it to prevent the wrongdoer from gaining a right by 
repeated acts of encroachment. For wherever any act injures another’s 
right, and would also be evidence in favour of the wrong-doer, claiming 
the right on any future occasion, an action may be maintained for such 
act without proof of any specific injury. Mellor v. Spateman, 1 Saund, 
Rep. 346a. n. 2. citing Wells v. Wathng, 2 BI. Rep. 1233. Hobson v, Todd, 
4T.R. 71. 

(2) This seems to be too generally expressed, for the lord’s right may be 
narrowed down to any thing short of absolute exclusion for the whole year. 
He may, together with the commoners, be entirely excluded for a part of 
the year; his right may be narrowed to the feeding of a limited number for 
a part of the year, or the commoners may have the pasture entirely to his 
exclusion for a part of the year. Potter v. North, 1 Saund. Rep. 353. 


[ 238 ] 


298 PRIVATE Boox III. 


the quantity of which common has never yet been ascer- 
tained. In either of these cases, as well the lord (3) as any 
of the commoners, is entitled to this writ of admeasurement ; 
which is one of those writs that are called vicontiel*, being 


. directed to the sheriff, (v:cecomitz,) and not to be returned to 
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any superior court till finally executed by him. It recites a 
complaint, that the defendant hath surcharged, superoneravit, 
the common: and therefore commands the sheriff to admea- 
sure and apportion it; that the defendant may not have more 
than belongs to him, and that the plaintiff may have his 
rightful share. And upon this suit all the commoners shall 
be admeasured, as well those who have not, as those who have 
surcharged the common : as well the plaintiff as the defend- 
ant', ‘The execution of this writ must be by a jury of twelve 
men, who are upon their oaths to ascertain, under the super- 
intendance of the sheriff, what and how many cattle each 
commoner is entitled to feed. And the rule for this admea- 
surement is ‘generally understood to be, that the commoner 
shall not turn more cattle upon the common, than are suffi- 
cient to manure and stock the land to which his right of com- 
mon is annexed ; or, as our antient law expressed it, such cat- 
tle only as are levant and couchant upon his tenement™: 
which being a thing uncertain before admeasurement, has 
frequently, though erroneously, occasioned this unmeasured 
right of common to be called a common wethout stent or sans 
nombre”; a thing which, though possible in law °, does in fact 
very rarely exist. 


Ir, after the admeasurement has thus ascertained the 
right, the same defendant surcharges the common again, the 
plaintiff may have a writ of second surcharge, de secunda supero- 
neratsone, which is given by the statute Westm.2. 13 Edw.1. 


| kQInst.969, Finch L.314 © Hardr 117! 
b.125, o Lord Raym. 407, 
*t. prescription. 28. 


(3) Finch, in the passage cited, expressly says that “ the lord cannot have 
the writ of admeasurement against his tenants surcharging, for he may dis- 
trein the surplusage for damage-feasant.” And Fitz. N.B.125 D. is an 
authority to the same effect. Lord Hale, citing several cases from the year- 
baoks, is ofa different opinion. But all three seem agreed that the com- 
monher cannot have it against the lord, 
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c.8. and thereby the sheriff is directed to inquire by a jury, 
whether the defendant has in fact again surcharged the com- 
mon contrary to the tenure of the last admeasurement: and 
if he has, he shall then forfeit to the king the supernumerary 
cattle put in, and also shall pay damages to the plaintiff’. 
This process seems highly equitable: for the first offence is 
held to be committed through mere inadvertence, and there- 
fore there are no damages or forfeiture on the first writ, which 
was only to ascertain the right which was disputed: but the 
second offence is a wilful contempt and injustice; and there- 
fore punished very properly with not only damages, but also 
forfeiture. And herein the right, being once settled, is never 
again disputed; but only the fact is tried, whether there be 
any second surcharge or no: which gives this neglected pro- 
ceeding a great advantage over the modern method, by action 
on the case, wherein the quantum of common belonging to the 
defendant must be proved upon every fresh trial, for every 
repeated offence. 


THERE is yet another disturbance of common, when the 
owner of the land, or other person, so encloses or otherwise 
obstructs it, that the commoner is precluded from enjoying 
the benefit to which he is by law entitled. This may be done, 
either by erecting fences, or by driving the cattle off the land, 
or by ploughing up the soil of the common *. Or it may be 
done by erecting a warren therein, and stocking it with rabbits 
in such quantities, that they devour the whole herbage, and 
thereby destroy the common. For in such case, though the 
commoner may not destroy the rabbits, yet the law looks 
upon this as an injurious disturbance of his right, and has 
given him his remedy by action against the owner", This 
kind of disturbance does indeed amount to a disseisin, and if 
the commoner chuses to consider it in that light, the law has 
given him an assise of novel enideaie: against the lord, to re- 
cover the possession of his common *, Or it has giv@iii writ 
of quod permittat, against any seeauner: as well as the owner 
of the land, in case of such a disturbance to the plaintiff as 
amounts to a total deprivation of his common; whereby the 
defendant shall be compelled to permit the plaintiff to enjoy 





PF. N. B. 126. 2Inst 370 ' Cro, Jac 195 
4 Cro. Eliz. 198. * FLN.B.179. 
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his common as he ought'. But’if the commoner does not 
chuse to bring a real action to recover seisin, or to try the 
right, he may (which is the easier and more usual way) bring 
an action on the case for his damages, instead of an assise or 


a quod permittat ». 


TuHERE are cases indeed, in which the lord may enclose 
and abridge the common; for which, as they are no myjury 
to any one, so no one is entitled to any remedy. For it is 
provided by the statute of Merton, 20Hen.III. c.4. that the 
lord may approve, that is, enclose and convert to the uses of 
husbandry, (which is a melioration or approvement,) any 
waste grounds, woods, or pastures, in which his tenants have 
common appendant to their estates; provided he leaves suf- 

[ 241 ] ficient common to his tenants, according to the proportion 
of their land, (4) And this is extremely reasonable: for it 
would be very hard if the lord, whose ancestors granted out 
these estates to which the commons are appendant, should 
be precluded from making what advantage he can of the rest 
of his manor; provided such advantage and improvement be 
no way derogatory from the former grants. The statute 
Westm.2. 13 Edw.I. c.46. extends this liberty of approving, 
in like manner, against aj) others that have common appur- 
tenant, or in gross, as well as against the tenants of the lord, 
who have their common appendant, and farther enacts, that 
no assise of novel dissersin, for common, shall lie against a 
lord for erecting on the common any windmill, sheephouse, 
or other necessary buildings therein specified: which, sir Ed- 
ward Coxe says”, are only put as examples; and that any 
other necessary improvements may be made by the lord, 
though in reality they abridge the common, and make it less 
sufficient for the commoners. (5) And lastly by statute 

c. 36. and 31Geo. II. c.41. it is particularly enacted, 


F.N.B 123 ~ w 2 Inst.476. 


4) See Vol. II. p.34. 

(8) The cultivation and management of the common arable and pasture 
lands in the kingdom are provided for by 13G.3.c.81.; and the 41G.3. 
c.109. lays down certain general regulations for the inclosures of commons 

act of parliament which are incorporated into all special inclosure acts. 
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that any lords of wastes and commons, with the consent of the 
major part, in number and value, of the commoners, may 
enclose any part thereof, for the growth of timber and under- 


wood. 


III. Te third species of disturbance, that of ways, is very 
similar in it’s nature to the last: it principally happening when 
a person, who hath a right to a way over another’s grounds, 
by grant or prescription, is obstructed by enclosures, or other 
obstacles, or by ploughing across it; by which means he 
cannot enjoy his right of way, or at least not in so commo- 
dious a manner as he might have done. If this be a way 
annexed to his estate, and the obstruction is made by the 
tenant of the land, this brmgs it to another species of injury ; 
for it is then a nusance, for which an assise will lie, as men- 
tioned in a former chapter*. But if the mght of way, thus 
obstructed by the tenant, be only 2” gross, (that is, annexed 
to a man’s person and unconnected with any lands or tene- 
ments,) or if the obstruction of a way belonging to an house 
or land is made by a stranger, it is then in either case merely 
a disturbance: for the obstruction of a way in gross is no de- 
triment to any lands or tenements, and therefore does not fall 
under the legal notion of a nusance, which must be laid, ad 
nocumentum leberi tenement: 5 , and the obstruction of it by a 
stranger can never tend to put the right of way in dispute: 
the remedy therefore for these disturbances 1s not by assise 
or any real action, but by the universal remedy of action on 
the case to recover damages ’. 


IV. Tue fourth species of disturbance is that of disturbance 
of tenure, or breaking that connexion which subsists between 
the lord and his tenant, and to which the law pays so high a 
regard, that it will not suffer it to be wantonly dissolved by 
the act of a third person. To have an estate well tenanted is 
an advantage that every landlord must be very sensible of; 
and therefore the driving away of a tenant from off his estate 
1s an injury of no small consequence. So that if there be a 
tenant at will of any lasids or tenements, and a stranger, either 
by menaces and threats, or by unlawful distresses, or by fraud 

* Ch.13. p 218 7 Hale on F.N.B, 185 

y F N.B.183. 
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* 
and circumvention, or other means, contrives to drive him 
away, or inveigles him to dave his tenancy, this the law very 
justly construes to be a wrong and injury to the lord*, and 
gives him a reparation in damages against the offender by a 
special action on the case. 


V. Tue fifth and last species of disturbance, but by far 
the most considerable, is that of disturbance of patronage; 
which is an hindrance or obstruction of a patron to present 
his clerk to a benefice. ‘ 


injury was distinguished at common law from another 

species of injury, called usurpatzon ; which is an absolute ouster 
or dispossession of the patron, and happens when a stranger, 
that hath no right, presenteth a clerk, and he is thereupon 
[ 243 } admitted and instituted». In which case, of usurpation, the 
patron lost by the common law not only his turn of present- 
ing pro hac vice, but also the absolute and perpetual mherit- 
ance of the advowson, so that he could not present again upon 
the next avoidance, unless in the mean time he recovered his 
right by a real action, wz. a writ of right of advowson®. The 
reason given for his losing the present turn, and not ejecting 
the usurper’s clerk, was that the final intent of the law in 
creating this species of property being to have a fit person to 
celebrate divine service, it preferred the peace of the church 
(provided a clerk were once admitted and instituted) to the 
right of any patron whatever. (6) Arid the patron also lost the 
inheritance of his advowson, unless he recovered it in a writ 
of right, because by such usurpation he was put out of posses- 
sion of his advowson, as much as when by actual entry and 
ouster he is disseised of lands or houses; since the only pos- 


* Hal. Anal. c.40, 1 Roll. Abr.108. ° 6 Rep. 49. 
® Co. Litt. 277. 
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(6) Upon this principle there was no saving of the right by reason of the 
infancy, coverture, or other disability of the true patron at the time of the 
usurpation made. The common law presumed that the bishops would be 
tender of the mghts of patronage, and infgffn themselves by a jus pa- 
tronatés, (for which see post, p 246.) in whom the night resided. It must 
be observed, as some explanation of this seeming harshness of the common 
law, that it never regarded the mght of patronage as a thing of value to 
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session, of which an advowson is capable, is by actual pre- 
sentation and admission of one’s clerk, As, therefore, when 
the clerk was once instituted (exedpt in the case of the king, 
where he must also be inducted *} the church became abso- 
lutely full; so the usurper by such plenarty, arising from his 
own presentation, became in fact sessed of the advowson ; 
which seisin it was impossible for the true patron to remove 
by any possessory action, or other means, during the plenarty 
or fulness of the church; and when it became void afresh, 
he could not then present, since another had the right of pos- 
session. The only remedy, therefore, which the patron had 
left, was to try the mere right in a writ of right of advowson, 
which is a peculiar writ of right, framed for this special pur- 
pose, but in évery other respect corresponding with other 
writs of right ®: and if a man recovered therein, he regained 
the possession of his advowson, and was entitled to present 
at the next avoidance, But in order to such recovery he 
must allege a presentation by himself or some of his ancestors, 
which proves him or them to have been once in possession : 
for, as a grant of the advowson, durmg the fulness of the 
church, conveys no manner of possession for the present, 
therefore a purchaser, until he hath presented, hath no actual 
seisin whereon to ground a writ of right® Thus stood the 
common law. 


Bur bishops in antient times, either by carelessness or 
collusion, frequently institutmg clerks upon the presentation 
of usurpers, and thereby defrauding the real patrons of their 
right of possession, 1t was m substance enacted by statute 
Westm. 2. 13 Edw. I. c.5. §2. that 1f a possessory action be 
brought within six months after the avoidance, the patron 
shall (notwithstanding such usurpation and institution) recover 
that very presentation; which gives back to him the seisin of 
the advowson. Yet still, if the true patron omitted to bring 
his action within six months, the seisin was gained by the 
usurper, and the patron, to recover it, was driven to the long 
and hazardous process of a writ of right. To remedy which 
it was farther enacted by statute 7Ann. c.18, that no usurp- 
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ation shall displace the estate or interest of the patron, or turn 
ét+o a mere right; but that the true patron may present upon 
the next avoidance, as if.gg-such usurpation had happened. 
So that the title of usurpation is now much narrowed; and 
the law stands upon this reasonable foundation: that if a 
stranger usurps my presentation, and I do not pursue my right 
within six months, I shall lose that turn without remedy, for 
the peace of the church, and as a punishment for my own 
negligence; but that turn is the only one I shall lose thereby. 
Usurpation now gains no right to the usurper, with regard to 
any future avoidance, but only to the present vacancy: it 
cannot indeed be remedied after six months are past; but, 
during those six months, it is only a species of disturbance, 


DisturseErs of a right of advowson may therefore be these 
three persons; the pseudo-patron, his clerk, and the ordi- 
nary; the pretended patron, by presenting to a church to 
which he has no right, and thereby making it litigious or 
disputable; the clerk, by demanding or obtaining institution, 

{ 245 ] which tends to and promotes the same inconvenience; and 
the ordinary, by refusing to admit the real patron’s clerk, or 
admitting the clerk of the pretender. These disturbances are 
vexatious and injurious to him who hath the right: and there- 
fore, if he be not wanting to himself, the law (besides the writ 
of right of advowson, which is a final and conclusive remedy) 
hath given him two inferior possessory actions for his relief; 
an assise of darrezn presentment, and a writ of guare zmpedit ; 
in which the patron is always the plaintiff, and not the clerk. 
For the law supposes the injury to be offered to him only, 
by obstructing or refusing the admission of his nominee; and 
not to the clerk, who hath no nght in him till institution, and 
of course can suffer no injury. 


1. AN assise of dare presentment, or \ast presentation, 
lies when 8 man, or his ancestors, under whom he claims, 
have presented a clerk to a benefice, who is instituted; and 
afterwards upon the next avoidance a stranger presents a 
clerk, and thereby disturbs him that is the real patron. In 
which case the patron shall have this writ" directed to the 
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sheriff to summon an assise or jury, to inquire who was the 
last patron that presented to the church now vacant, of which 
the plaintiff complains that he is deforced by the defendant : 
and, according as the assise determines that question, a writ 
shall issue to the bishop, to institute the clerk of that patron, 
in whose favour the determination is made, and also to give 
damages, in pursuance of- statute Westm.2. 13 Edw.I. c. 5. 
This question, it is to be observed, was, before the statute 
7Ann. before mentioned, entirely conclusive, as between the 
patron or his heirs and a stranger: for, till then, the full pos- 
session of the advowson was in him who presented last and 
his heirs: unless, since that presentation, the clerk had been 
evicted within six months, or the rightful patron had reco- 
vered the advowson in a writ of right; which is a title superior 
to all others. But that statute having given a right to any 
person to bring a qguare :mpedit, and to recover (if his title be 
good) notwithstanding the last presentation, by whomsoever 
made; assises of darrein presentment, now not being in any 
wise conclusive, have been totally disused, as indeed they 
began to be before; a guare zmpedit being a more general, 
and therefore a more usual action. For the assise of darrein 
presentment lies only where a man has an advowson by de- 
scent from his ancestors: but the writ of quare zmpedit is 
equally remediable whether a man claims title by descent or 
by purchase '. 


2. I pRocEEp therefore, secondly, to inquire into the nature * 
of a writ of guare zmpedzt, now the only action used in case of 
the disturbance of patronage: and shall first premise the usual 
proceedings previous to the bringing of the writ. 

Urown the vacancy of a living, the patron, we know, Is 
bound to present within six calendar months', otherwise it 
will lapse to the bishop. But if the presentation be made 
within that time, the bishop is bound to admit and institute the 
clerk, if found sufficient ™; unless the church be full or there 
be notice of any litigation. For if any opposition be intended, 
it is usual for each party to enter a caveat with the bishop, to 


: 2Inst.355. FN B.32. 1 See book II, ch.18, 
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prevent his institution of his antagonist’s clerk. An institution 
after a caveat entered is void by the ecclesiastical law"; but 
this the temporal courts pay no regard to, and look upon a 
caveat as amere nullity°. But iftwo presentations be offered 
to the bishop apon the same avoidance, the church is then said 
to become Jitygious ; and, if nothing farther be done, the bishop 
may suspend the admission of either, and suffer a lapse to in- 
cur. Yet if the patron or clerk on either side request him to 
award a jus patronatis, he is bound to do it. A gus patronatis 
is a commission from the bishop, directed usually to his chan- 
cellor and others of competent learning; who are to summon 
a jury of six clergymen and six laymen, to inquire into and 
examine who is the rightful patron’; and if, upon such in- 
quiry made and certificate thereof returned to the commission- 
ers, he admits and institutes the clerk of that patron whom 
they return as the true one, the bishop secures himself at all 
events from being a disturber, whatever proceedings may be 
had afterwards in the temporal courts. 


Tue clerk refused by the bishop may also have a remedy 
against him in the spiritual court, denominated a duplex que- 
rela’ which is a complaint in the nature of an appeal from 
the ordinary to his next immediate superior ; as from a bishop 
to the archbishop, or from an archbishop to the delegates: and 
if the superior court adjudges the cause of refusal to be insuf- 
ficient, it will grant institution to the appellant. 


Tus far matters may go on in the mere ecclesiastical course; 
but in contested presentations they seldom go so far: for, upon 
the first delay or refusal of the bishop to admit his clerk, the 
patron usually brings his writ of quare «mpedit against the 
bishop, for the temporal injury done to his property, in dis- 
turbing him in his presentation. And, if the delay arises from 
the bishop alone, as upon pretence of incapacity, or the like, 
then he only is named in the writ; but, if there be another 
presentation set up, then the pretended patron and his clerk 
are also joined in the action; or it may be brought against the 
patron and clerk, leaving out the bishop; or against the patron 


” 1) Burn 23 P 1 Burn. 25. 
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only. But it is most advisable to bring it against all three : 
for if the bishop be left out, and the suit be not determined till 
the six months are past, the bishop is entitled to present by 
lapse; for he is not party to the suit": but, if he be named, no 
lapse can possibly accrue, till the right 1s determined. If the 
patron be left out, and the writ be brought only against the 
bishop and the clerk, the suit is of no effect, and the writ shall 
abate’; for the right of the patron is the principal question in 
the cause’. If the clerk be left out, and has received institu- 
tion before the action brought (as is sometimes the case), the 
patron by this suit may recover his right of patronage, but not 
the present turn; for he cannot have judgment to remove the 
clerk, unless he be made a defendant, and party to the suit, to 
hear what he can allege against it. For which reason it is the 
safer way to insert all three in the writ. 


THE writ of guare empedit ° commands the disturbers, the 
bishop, the pseudo-patron, and his clerk, to permit the plaintiff 
to present a proper person (without specifying the particular 
clerk) to such a vacant church, which pertains to his patron- 
age; and which the defendants, as he alleges, do obstruct, and 
unless they so do, then that they appear in court to shew the 
reason why they hinder him. 


IMMEDIATELY on the suing out of the quare zmpedit, if the 
plaintiff suspects that the bishop will admit the defendant’s or 
any other clerk, pending the suit, he may have a prohibitory 
writ, called a ne admittas” , which recites the contention begun 
in the king’s courts, and forbids the hshop to admut any clerk 
whatsoever till such contention be determined. And if the 
bishop doth, after the receipt of this writ, admit any person, 
even though the patron’s right may have been found in a jus 
patronatis, then the plaintiff, after he has obtained judgment 
in the quare impedit, may remove the incumbent, if the clerk 
of a stranger, by writ of scere faczas*. and shall have a special 
action against the bishop, called a quare zncumbravit ; to reco- 
ver the presentation, and also satisfaction in damages for the 


: Cro. Jac 93. 4 F.N B.32, 
® Hob.316. W Ib 37. 
t 7 Rep.25 « 181d.93. 


[ 248 J} 


248 “PRIVATE Boox ‘Hil. 


injary done him by incumbering the church with a clerk, 
pending the suit, and after the ne admittas received’, Biit if 
the bishop has incumbered the church by instituting the clerk, 
before the ne admittas issued, no guare incumbravit lies; for the 
bishop hath no legal notice, till the writ of ne admittas is served 

[ 249 } upon him. The patron is therefore left to his quare impedit 
merely: which, as was before observed, now lies (since the 
statute of West.2.) as well upon a recent usurpation within 
six months past, as upon a disturbance without any usurpa- 
tion had. 


In the proceedings upon a guare zmpedzt, the plaintiff must 
set out his title at length, and prove at least one presentation 
in himself, his ancestors, or those under whom he claims; for 
he must recover by the strength of his own right, andsnot by 
the weakness of the defendant’s*: and he must also shew a dis- 
turbance before the action brought*. Upon this the bishop 
and the clerk usually disclaim all title: save only, the one as 
ordinary, to admit and institute; and the other as presentee of 
the patron, who is left to defend his own right. And upon 
failure of the plaintiff in making out his own title, the defend- 
ant is put upon the proof of his, in order to obtain judgment 
for himself, if needful. But ifthe right be found for the plain- 
tiff, on the trial, three farther points are also to be inquired : 
1. If the church be full; and, if full, then of whose presenta- 
tion: for ifit be of the defendant’s presentation, then the clerk 
is removable by writ brought in due time. 2. Of what value 
the living is: and this in order to assess the damages which 
are directed to be given by the statute of Westm.2. 3. In case 
of plenarty upon an usurpation, whether six calendar > months 
have passed between the avoidance and the time of bringing 
the action: for then it would not be within the statute, which 
permits an usurpation to be divested by a guare zmped:t, brought 
infra tempus semestre. So that plenarty is still a sufficient bar 
in an action of quare zmpedzt, brought above six months after 
the vacancy happens; as it was universally by the common 
law, however early the action was commenced. 


Ir it be found that the plaintiff hath the right, and hath com- 
menced his action in due time, then he shall have judgment to 
y ¥.N.B.48 @ Hob.199. 
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recover the presentation; and, if the church be full by institu- 
tion of any clerk, to remove him: unless it were filled pendente 
iste by lapse to the ordinary, he not being party to the suit; 
in which case the plaintiff loses his presentation pro hac wsce, 
but shall recover two years’ full value of the church from the 
defendant the pretended patron, as a satisfaction for the turn 
lost by his disturbance; or, in case of insolvency, the defendant 
shall be imprisoned for two years*. But if the church remains 
still void at the end of the suit, then whichever party the pre- . 
sentation is found to belong to, whether plaintiff or defendant, 
shall have a writ directed to the bishop ad admittendum cleri- 
cum‘, reciting the judgment of the court, and ordering him 
to admit and institute the clerk of the prevailing party; and, 
if upon this order he does not admit him, the patron may sue 
the bishop in a writ of quare non admisit*, and recover ample 
satisfaction in damages. 


BEsIDEs these possessory actions, there may be also had (as 
hath before been incidentally mentioned) a writ of r2ght of 
advowson, which resembles other writs of right: the only distin- 
guishing advantage now attending it being, that it is more con- 
clusive than a quare zmpedit ; since to an action of quare zmpe- 
dit a recovery had in a writ of right may be pleaded in bar. 


THERE is no limitation with regard to the time within which 
any actions touching advowsons are to be brought; at least 
none later than the times of Richard I. and Henry III.: for by 
statute 1 Mar. st. 2. c. 5. the statute of limitations, 32 Hen. VIII, 
c.2., is declared not to extend to any writ of right of advowson, 
quare tmpedit, or assize of darrein presentment or jus patronatis. 
And this upon very good reason: because it may very easily 
happen that the title to an advowson may not come in question, 
nor the right have opportunity to be tried within sixty years ; 
which is the longest period of limitation assigned by the statute 
of Henry VIII. For sir Edward Coke‘ tells us, that there 
was a parson of one of his churches, that had been incumbent [ 951 ] 
there above fifty years; nor are instances wanting wherein 
iwo successive incumbents have contunued for upwards of a 
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hundred years®. Had therefore the last of these incumbents 
been the clerk of a usurper, or presented by lapse, it would 
have been necessary and unavoidable for the patron, in 
case of a dispute, to have recurred back above a century; in 
order to have shewn a clear title and seisin by presentation 
and admission of the prior incumbent. But though, for these 
reasons, a limitation is highly improper with respect only to 
the length oftime; yet, as the title of advowson is, for want of 
some limitation, rendered more precarious than that of any 
other hereditament, (especially since the statute of queen Anne 
hath allowed possessory actions to be brought upon any prior 
presentation, however distant,) it might not perhaps be amiss 
if a limitation were established with respect to the number of 
avoidances; or, rather if a limitation were compounded of the 
length of time and the number of avoidances together: for in- 
stance, if no seisin were admitted to be alleged in any of these 
writs of patronage, after sixty years and three avoidances were 
past. 


In a writ of quare zmpedit, which is almost the only real 
action that remains in common use, and also in the assise of dar- 
rein presentment, and writ of right, the patron only, and not 
the clerk, is allowed to sue the disturber. But, by virtue of 
several acts of parliament", there was one species of presenta- 
tions, in which a remedy, to be sued in the temporal courts, is 
put into the hands of the clerks presented, as well as of the 
owners of the advowson. I mean the presentation to such 
benefices as belong to Roman catholic patrons; which, accord- 
ing to their several counties, are vested in and secured to the 
two universities of this kingdom. And particularly by the 
statute of 12 Ann. st.2.c.14.§4. a new method of proceeding 
is provided ; vz. that, besides the writs of guare zmpedit, which 

252 | the universities as patrons are entitled to bring, they, or their 
clerks, may be at liberty to file a bill in equity against any per- 
son presenting to such livings, and disturbing their right of pa- 
tronage, or his cestuy que trust, or any other person whom they 


8 Two successive incumbents of the h Stat 83JacI.0g5 1W.&M. 
rectory of Chelsfield cum Farnborough c.26. 12 Ann. st. 2.¢,14. 11 Geo. 
in Kent, continued 101 years; of whom II, c.17. 
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have cause to suspect (to be able to make discovery}; in order 
to compel a discovery of any secret trusts, for the benefit of 
papists, in evasion of those laws whereby this right of advowson 
is vested in those learned bodies: and also (by the statute 
11 Geo. II. c.17.) to compel a discovery whether any grant or 
conveyance, said to be made-of such advowson, were made 
bona fide to a protestant purchaser, for the benefit of protest- 
ants, and for a full consideration; without which requisites 
every such grant and conveyance of any advowson or avoid- 
ance is absolutely null and void. This is a particular law, and 
calculated for a particular purpose: but in no instance but this 
does the common law permit the clerk himself to interfere in 
recovering a presentation, of which he 1s afterwards to have 
the advantage. For besides that he has (as was before ob- 
served) no temporal right in him till after institution and in- 
duction; and as he therefore can suffer no wrong, is conse- 
quently entitled to no remedy ; this exclusion of the clerk from 
being plaintiff seems also to arise from the very great honour 
and regard which the law pays to his sacred function. For it 
looks upon the cure of souls as too arduous and important a 
task to be easily sought for by any serious clergyman; and 
therefore will not permit him to contend openly at Jaw for a 
charge and trust, which it presumes he undertakes with diffi- 
dence. 


But when the clerk is in full possession of the benefice, the 
law gives him the same possessory remedies to recover his 
glebe, his rents, his tithes, and other ecclesiastical dues, by 
writ of entry, assise, ejectment, debt, or trespass, (as the 
case may happen,) which it furnishes to the owners of lay 
property. Yet he shall not have a writ of right, nor such 
other similar writs as are grounded upon the mere right; 
because he hath not in him the entire fee and right‘, but he is 
entitled to a special remedy called a writ of jurzs utrum, which 
is sometimes stiled the parson’s writ of mght", being the 
highest writ which he can have’. This lies for a parson 
or a prebendary at common Jaw, and for a vicar by statute 
14 Edw.III. c.17, and is in the nature of an assise, to inquire 
whether the tenements in question are frankalmoign belonging 
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to the church of the demandant, or else the lay fee of the 
tenant™. And thereby the demandant may recover lands and 
tenements, belonging to the church, which were alienated by 
the predecessor; or of which he was disseised ; or which were 
recovered against him by verdict, confession, or default, with- 
out praying in aid of the patron and ordinary; or on which 
any person has intruded since the predecessor’s death". But 
since the restraining statute of 13 Eliz.c.10. whereby the 
alienation of the predecessor, or a recovery suffered by him 
of the lands of the church, is declared to be absolutely void, 
this remedy is of very little use, unless where the parson him- 
self has been deforced for more than twenty years® ; for the 
successor, at any competent time after his accession to the 
benefice, may enter, or bring an ejectment. 


m™ Registr. 32, ° FLN.B. 48, 49. © Booth 221. 
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CHAPTER THE SEVENTEENTH. 


or INJURIES procerpine From, or 
AFFECTING THE CROWN. 


HAVING in the nine preceding chapters considered the in- 

juries, or private wrongs, that may be offered by one sub- 
ject to another, all of which are redressed by the command and 
authority of the king, signified by his original writs returnable 
in the several courts of justice, which thence derive a jurisdic- 
tion of examining and determining the complaint: I proceed 
now to inquire into the mode of redressing those injuries to 
which the crown itself is a party: which injuries are either 
where the crown is the aggressor, and which therefore cannot 
without a solecism admit of the same kind of remedy+; or 
else is the sufferer, and which then are usually remedied by 
peculiar forms of process, appropriated to the royal preroga- 
tive. In treating therefore of these, we will consider, first, 
the manner of redressing those wrongs or injuries which a 
subject may suffér from the crown, and then of redressing 
those which the crown may receive from a subject. 


I. Tuart the king can do no wrong, is a necessary and fun- 
damental principle of the English constitution: meaning only, 
as has formerly been observed, that in the first place, what- 
ever may be amiss in the conduct of public affairs is not 
chargeable personally on the king; nor is he, but his mmis- 
ters, accountable for it to the people: and, secondly, that the 
prerogative of the crown extends not to do any injury; for 
being created for the benefit of the people, it cannot be ex- 
erted to their prejudice®. Whenever therefore it happens, 
that, by misinformation, or inadvertence, the crown hath been 
induced to invade the private rights of any of its subjects, 


* Bro. Abr. t. petition, 12. prerogative.2. © Plowd. 487, 
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though no action will lie against the sovereign‘, (for who shall 
command the king*?) yet the law hath furnished the subject 
with a decent and respectful mode of removing that mvasion, 

‘ by informing the king of the true state of the matter in dis- 
pute: and, as it presumes that to know of any injury and to 
redress it are inseparable in the royal breast, it then issues as 
of course, in the king’s own name, his orders to his judges to 
do justice to the party aggrieved. 


Tue distance between the sovereign and the subjects is 
such, that it rarely can happen that any personal injury can 
immediately and directly proceed from the prince to any pri- 
vate man; and, as it can so seldom happen, the law in decen- 
cy supposes that it never will or can happen at all; because 
it feels itself incapable of furnishing any adequate remedy, 
without infringing the dignity and destroying the sovereignty 
of the royal person, by setting up some superior power with 
authority to call him to account. The inconventency there 
fore of a mischief that is barely possible, is (as Mr. Locke has 
observed‘) well recompensed by the peace of the public and 
security of the govérnment, in the person of the chief magis- 
trate being set out of the reach of coercion. But injuries to 
the rights of prope: ty can scarcely be committed by the crown 
without the intervention of its officers; for whom the law in 
matters of right entertains no respect or delicacy, but furnishes 
various methods of detecting the errors or misconduct of those 
agents by whom the king has been deceived, and induced to 
do a temporary injustice. 


{ 256 ] Tue common law methods of obtaining possession or res- 
titution from the crown, of either real or peisonal property, 
are, 1. By petztzon de droit, or petition of right: which 1s said 
to owe its original to king Edward the first®. 2. By mon- 
strans de drott, manifestation or plea of mght: both of which 
may be preferred or prosetuted either in the chancery or ex- 
chequer". ‘The former is of use, where the king is in full pos 
session of any hereditaments or chattels, and the petitioner 


4 Jenkins. 78. © Bro. Abr. t. prerog.2 Fitz. br 
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sach « right as controverts the title of the crown, 
grounded on facts disclosed in the petition itself; in which 
ease he mast be carefel to state truly the whole title of the 
otherwise the petition shall abate’: and then, upon 

answer being endorsed or underwritten by the king; soit 
drost fait al partie, (let right be done to the party’,) a com- 
mission shall issue to inquire of the truth of this suggestion : 
after the return of which, the king’s attorney is at liberty to 
plead in bar; and the merits shali be determined upon issue 
or demurrer, as in suits between subject and subject. Thus, 
if a disseisor of lands, which are holden of the crown, dies 
seised without any heir, whereby the king is prima facie en- 
titled to the lands, and the posgession is cast on him either by 
inquest of offtce, or by act of law without any office found; 
now the disseisee shall have remedy by petition of right, sug- 
gesting the title of the crown, and his own superior right be- 
fore the disseisin made'. But where the right of the party, as 
well as the right of the crown, appears upon record, there the 
party shall have monstrans de droit, which is putting in a 
claim of right grounded on facts already acknowledged and 
established, and praying the judgment of the court, whether 
upon those facts the king or the subject hath the right. As if, 
ia the case before supposed, the whole special matter is found 
by an inquest of office, (as well the disseisin, as the dying with- 
out any heir,) the party grieved shall have monstrans de droit 
at the common law™. But as this seldom happens, and the 
remedy by petztton was extremely tedious and expensive, that 
by mensirans was much enlarged and rendered almost uni- 
versal by several statutes, particularly 36 Edw.III. c.13. and 
28 3 Edw.VI. c.8. which also allow inquisitions of office to be 
traversed or denied, wherever the mght of a subject is con- 
cerned, except in a very few cases". These proceedings are 
had in the petty-bag office in the court of chancery: and, if 
upon either of them the right be determined against the crown, 
the judgment i is, quod manus domini regis amoveantugyaig 
sessio restituatur petentz, salvo gure domini regis °; whit) 






L, 256. ™ 4 Rep.55. ‘ 
4 Stat. Tr. vit. 134. ® Skin 608. 
k Skin, 608. Rast. Entr. 461. © 2 Inst.695. Rast, Entr. 463. 


' Bro. Abr. t. petition. 20, 4 Rep. 58. 
VOL. III. U 
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‘clause is always added to judgments against the king *, to 


whom no Jaches is ever imputed, and whose right (till some 
late statutes) was never defeated by any limitation or length 
of time. And by such judgment the-crown is instantly out of 
possession’; so that there needs not the indecent interposition 
of his own officers to transfer the seisin from the king to the 


party aggrieved. 


II. Tux methods of redressing such injuries as the crown 
may receive from the subject are, 


1. By such usual common law actions, as are consistent 
with the royal prerogative and dignity. As therefore the 
king, by reason of his legal ubiquity, cannot be disseised or 
dispossessed of any real property which is once vested in him, 
he can maintain no action which supposes a dispossession of 
the plaintiff; such as an assise or an ejectment*(1): but he 
may bring a quare zmpedit ', which always supposes the com- 
plainant to be seised or possessed of the advowson: and he 
may prosecute this writ, like every other by him brought, as 
well in the king’s bench ® as the common pleas, or in whatever 
court he pleases. So too, he may bring an action of trespass 
for taking away his goods; but such actions are not usual 
(though in strictness maintainable) for breaking his close, or 
other injury done upon his soil or possession™. It would be 
equally tedious and difficult, to run through every minute 
distinction that might be gleaned from our antient books with 
regard to this matter; nor 1s it in any degree necessary, as 
much easier and more effectual remedies are usually obtained 
by such prerogative modes of process, as are peculiarly con- 
fined to the crown. 


» Finch. L. 460. t F.N. B. 32. 

9 21 Jac. I.c.2, 9Geo III. c.16. & Dyversyte des courtes. c. bank le roy 
" Finch. L, 459. ~ Bro. Abr. t. prerog 130. F.N B.90. 
F Brugia t. prerogative. 89. Year-book 4Hen. IV 4 





(1) There “seems to be no objection in principle to the king’s being the 
lessor of the plaintiff in a modern action of eyeetment, in which not he, but 


the nominal plamtiff, 1s supposed to be dispossessed, See Adams on Eject 
p. 79 
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2. Sucu is that of inquisition or inquest of office: which is 
an inquiry made by the king’s officer, his sheriff, coroner, 
or escheator, virtute officit, or by writ to them sent for that 
purpose, or by commissioners specially appointed, concerning 
any matter that entitles the king to the possession of lands or 
tenements, goods or chattels*. This is done by a jury of 
no determinate number ; being either twelve, or less, or more. 
As, to inquire, whether the king’s tenant for life died seised ; 
whereby the reversion accrues to the king: whether A, who 
held immediately of the crown, died without heirs; in which 
case the lands belong to the king by escheat: whether B be 
attainted of treason; whereby his estate is forfeited to the 
crown: whether C, who has purchased lands, be an alien; 
which is another cause of forfeiture: whether D be an idiot 
a nativitate; and therefore, together with his lands, apper- 
tains to the custody of the king; and other questions of like 
import, concerning both the circumstances of the tenant, and 
the value or identity of the lands. These inquests of office 
were more frequently in practice than at present, during the 
continuance of the military tenures amongst us: when, upon 
the death of every one of the king’s tenants, an inquest of 
office was held, called an znguzsztzo post mortem, to inquire of 
what lands he died seised, who was his heir, and of what age; 
in order to entitle the king to his marriage, wardship, relief, 
primer-sezsin, or other advantages, as the circumstances of the 
case might turn out. To superintend and regulate these 
inquiries the court of wards and liveries was instituted by 
statute 32Hen.VIII. c.46., which was abolished at the re- 
storation of king Charles the second, together with the op- 
pressive tenures upon which it was founded. 


Wirtu regard to other matters, the inquests of office still [ 259 
remain in force, and are taken upon proper occasions ; being 
extended not only to lands, but also to goods and chattels 
personal, as in the case of wreck, treasure-trove, and the 
like; and especially as to forfeitures for offences. For every 
jury which tries a man for treason or felony, every coroner’s 
inquest that sits upon a felo de se, or one killed by chance- 
medley, is, not only with regard to chattels, but also as to 


x Finch L. 323, 4, 5 
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real interests, in all respects an inquest of office: and if they 
find the treason or felony, or even the flight of the party 
accused, (though innocent,) the king is thereupon, by virtue 
of this office found, entitled to have his forfeitures; and also, 
in the case of chance-medley, he or his grantees are entitled 
to such things by way of deodand, as have moved to the death 
of the party. 


Turse inquests of office were devised by law, as an authen- 
tic mean to give the king his right by solemn matter of record ; 
without which he in general can neither take, nor part from 
any thing’. For it is a part of the liberties of England, and 
greatly for the safety of the subject, that the king may not 
enter upon or seise any man’s possessions upon bare surmises 
without the intervention of a jury”. It is, however, parti- 
cularly enacted by the statute 38 Hen. VIII. c.20. that, in case 
of attainder for high treason, the king shall have the forfeiture 
instantly, without any inquisition of office. And, as the king 
hath (in general) no title at all to any property of this sort 
before office found, therefore by the statute 18 Hen. VI. c.6. 
it was enacted, that all letters patent or grants of lands and 
tenements before office found, or returned into the exchequer, 
shall be void. And, by the bill of rights at the revolution, 
1W.&M. st.2. c.2. it is declared, that all grants and promises 
of fines and forfeitures of particular persons before conviction 
(which is here the inquest of office) are illegal and void; 
which indeed was the law of the land in the reign of Edward 
the third *. (2) 


Y Finch. L. 82. ® 2 Inst. 48. 
2 Gilb. Hist. Exch. 188. Hob. 347. 


(2) Lord Coke considers this to have been the law of the land from the time’ 
of Magna Charta, and expressed in the celebrated clause, c.29., Nullus liber 
homo capiatir, &c. aut aliquo modo destruatur. “ As if (says he) a man be 
accused or indicted of treason or felony, his larids or goods cannot be 
granted to any, no not &9 much as by promise, nor any‘ of his lands or gouds 
seised into the king’s hands, before attamder. For when a subject obteit- 
eth promise of the forfeiture, many times undue means and more violent. 
prosecution is used for private lucre tending to destruction, than the quiet 


and just proceeding of law would permit, and the party ought to live of his 
own until attainder.”’ 2 Inst, 48, 
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Whrx regard to real property, if an office be found for 
the king, it puts him in immediate possession, without the 
trouble of a formal entry, provided a subject in the like case 
would have had a right to enter; and the king shall receive 
all the mesne or intermediate profits from the time that his 
title accrued®. As on the other hand, by the erticuli super 
cartas °, if the king’s escheator or sheriff seise lands into the 
king’s hand without cause, upon taking them out of the king’s 
hand again, the party shall have the mesne profits restored 
to him. . 


In order to avoid the possession of the crown, acquired by 
the finding of such office, the subject may not only have his 
petition of right, which discloses new facts not found by the 
office, and his monstrans de droit, which relies on the facts as 
found: but also he“may (for the most part) ¢raverse or deny 
the matter of fact itself, and put it in a course of trial by the 
common law process of the court of chancery: yet still, in 
some special cases, he hath no remedy left but a mere petition 
of right *. These traverses as well as the monstrans de drott, 
were greatly enlarged and regulated for the benefit of the 
subject, by the statutes before-mentioned, and others®. And 
in the traverses thus given by statute, which came in the place 
of the old petition of right, the party traversing is considered 
as the plaintiff‘; and must therefore make out his own title, 
as well as impeach that of the crown, and then shall have 
judgment quod manus domini regis amoveantur, &c. 


8. WuereE the crown hath unadvisedly granted any thing 
by letters patent, which ought not to be granted ®, or where 
the patentee hath done an act that amounts to a forfeiture of 
the grant ", the remedy to repeal the patent is by writ of sczre 
Jfacias in chancery’. This may be brought either on the part 
of the king in order to resume the thing granted; or, if the 
grant be injurious to a subject, the king is bound of right to 
permrt him (upon his petition) to use his royal name for re- 


b Finch. L $25, 326. f Law of Nist Prius, 214, 
¢ 98 Edw. I. st. 3. c.19. € See book II. ch. 21. 
Finch. L. 324. 5 Dyer 198 


© Stat 34Edw.III.c.13 36Edw. III. ' 3 Lev.220. 4 Inst. 88, 
c13. 2&3 Edw.VI. c. &. a 
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pealing the patent in a scire facias*. And so also, if, upon 
office untruly found for the king, he grants the land over to 
another, he who is grieved thereby, and traverses the office 
itself, is entitled before issue joined to a se:re facsas against 
the patentee, in order to avoid the grant'. 


4. Am information on behalf of the crown, filed in the ex- 
chequer by the king’s attorney-general, is a method of suit 
for recovering money or other chattels, or for obtaining satis- 
faction in damages for any personal wrong ™ committed in the 
lands or other possessions of the crown. It differs from an 
information filed in the court of king’s bench, of which we 
shall treat in the next book; in that ¢/zs is instituted to redress 
& private wrong, by which the property of the crown is af- 
fected; that is calculated to punish some public wrong, or 
heinous misdemesnor in the defendant. It is grounded on 
no writ under seal, but merely on the intimation of the king’s 
officer, the attorney-general, who “ gives the court to under- 
‘ stand and be informed of” the matter mm question: upon 
which the party is put to answer, and trial is had, as in suits 
between subject and subject. The most usual informations 
are those of antrusion and debt intrusion, for any trespass 
committed on the lands of the crown", as by entering thereon 
without title, holding over after a lease is determimed, taking 
the profits, cutting down timber, or the like; and debt, upon 
any contract for monies due to the king, or for any forfeiture 
due to the crown upon the breach of a penal statute. This 
is most commonly used to recover forfeitures occasioned by 
transgressing those laws, which are enacted for the establish- 
ment and support of the revenue: others, which regard mere 
matters of police and public convenience, being usually left to 
be inforced by common informers, in the gui tam informations 
or actions, of which we have formerly spoken °. But after 
the attorney-general has informed upon the breach of a penal 
Jaw, no other information can be received’. There is also 
an information in rem, when any goods are supposed to be- 
come the property of the crown, and no man appears to claim 
them, or to dispute the title of the king. As antiently in the 

* 2 Vent. 344. " Cro. Jac. 212. 1 Leon. 48 Saul. 49. 


1 Bro. Abr. t. scire facras. 69. 185. ° See pag..162, 
™ Moor. 375. P Hard. 201. 
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case of treasure-trove, wrecks, waifs, and estrays, seised by the 
king’s officer for his use. Upon such seisure an information 
was usually filed in the king’s exchequer, and thereupon a 
proclamation was made for the owner (if any) to come in and 
claim the effects; and at the same time there issued a com- 
mission of apprazsement to value the goods in the officer’s 
hands ; after the return of which, and a second proclamation 
had, if no claimant appeared, the goods were supposed dere- 
lict, and condemned to the use of the crown?. And when, 
in later times, forfeitures of the goods themselves, as well as 
personal penalties on the parties, were inflicted by act of par- 
liament for transgressions against the laws of the customs and 
excise, the same process was adopted in order to secure such 
forfeited goods for the public use, though the offender him- 
self had escaped the reach of justice. (3) 


- § A writ of guo warranto is in the nature of a writ of 
right for the king, against him who claims or usurps any 
office, franchise, or liberty, to inquire by what authority he 
supports his claim, in order to determine the right’. It hes 
also m case of non-user or long neglect of a franchise, or mis- 
user or abuse of it; being a writ commanding the defendant 
to shew by what warrant he exercises such a franchise, having 
never had any grant of it, or having forfeited 1t by neglect or 
abuse. (4) This was originally returnable before the king’s 


9 Gilb. Hist of Exch 134. ' Finch L 322 2 Inst. 282 


(3) And the yudgment 1n this case 1s conclusive evidence in any other court, 
and as against the whole world, that the goods were liable to forfeiture 
The seizure itself, the proclamations, and the appraisement, give the owner 
sufficient notice to come in and try his right, and from the very nature of 
the judgment, 1t must have the same force against all other persons: if the 
goods are hable to forfeiture as against one, they must be so as against all. 
See Scott v. Shearman, 2B). Rep. 979. 

(4) Itis, perhaps, speaking too generally to say, that a writ of guo warranto 
lies for the usurpation of any office ; as it was instituted only to protect the 
rights and prerogatives of the crown, it is limited to usurpations which 
trench on them; and, accordingly, the information, which has grown up in 
the place of it, can only be filed in such cases. In the cases of the Keng 
v. Daubeny, 2Str.1196 and of the Kingv Shepperd § others, 4T.R.581. 
the court refused leave to file informations in the nature of quo wa? ranto 
for the alleged usurpation of the office of churchwarden on this ground 

It seems questionable, too, whether a quo warranto will lie in case of mere 
non-user of a franchise. See Lord Bruce’s case, 2 Str. 819. 
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justices at Westminster’; but afterwards only before the jus- 
tices in eyre, by virtue of the statutes of guo warranto, 6 Edw.1. 
c.J. and 18 Edw.I. st.2.‘; but since those justices have given 
place to the king’s temporary commissioners of assise, the 
judges on the several circuits, this branch of the statutes hath 
lost it’s effect"; and writs of quo warranto (if brought at all) 
must now be prosecuted and determined before the king’s 
justices at Westminster. And in case of judgment for the 
defendant, he shall have an allowance of his franchise; but 
in case of judgment for the king, for that the party is entitled 
to no such franchise, or hath disused or abused it, the franchise 
is either seised into the king’s hands, to be granted out again 
to whomever he shall please; or, if it be not such a fran- 
chise as may subsist in the hands of the crown, there is merely 
judgment of owster, to turn out the party who usurped it”. 


Tue judgment on a writ of quo warranto (being in the na- 
ture of a writ of right) is final and conclusive even against 
the crown®. Which, together with the length of it’s process, 
probably Oceasioned that disuse into which it is now fallen, 
and introduced a more modern method of prosecution, by 1- 
Jormation filed in the court of king’s bench by the attorney- 
general, in the nature of a writ of guo warnanto; wherein the 
process is speedier, and the judgment not quite so decisive. 
This is properly a criminal method of prosecution, as well to 
punish the usurper by a fine for the usurpation of the fran- 
chise, as to oust him, or seise it for the crown; but hath long 
been applied to the mere purposes of trying the civil right, 
seising the franchise, or ousting the wrongful possessor; the 
fine being nominal only. 


Durine the violent proceedings that took place in the lat- 
ter end of the reign of king Charles the second, it was among 
other things thought expedient to new-model most of the 
corporation towns in the kingdom; for which purpose many 

{ 264 } of those bodies were persuaded to surrender their charters, 
and informations in the nature of guo warranto were brought 
against others, upon a supposed, or frequently a real, forfei- 


s Old Nat. Brev. fol. 107, edit. 1534. ~ Cro. Jac. 259. i Show. 280. 


t @ Inst.498. Rast, Eatr. 540. x 7 Sid. 86. 2 Show. 47, 12 Mod 
= 2 Inst. 498. 225. 
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ture of their franchises by neglect or abuse of them. And 
the consequence was, that the liberties of most of them were 
seised into the hands of the king, who granted them fresh 
charters with such alterations as were thought expedient ; 
and, during their state of anarchy, the crown named all their 
magistrates. This exertion of power, though perhaps 
summo gure it was for the most part strictly legal, gave a great 
and just alarm; the new-modelling of all corporations being 
a very large stride towards establishing arbitrary power; and 
therefore it was thought necessary at the revolution to bridle 
this branch of the prerogative, at least so far as regarded the 
metropolis, by statute 2W.&M. c.8., which enacts, that the 
franchises of the city of London shall never hereafter be seised 
or forejudged for any forfeiture or misdemesnor whatsoever. 


Tus proceeding is however now applied to the decision 
of corporation disputes between party and party, without any 
intervention of the prerogative, by virtue of the statute 9Ann. 
c.20. which permits an information in nature of quo warranto 
to be brought with leave of the court, at the relation of any 
person desiring to prosecute the same, (who is then stiled the 
7 elator,) against any person usurping, intruding into, or un- 
lawfully holding any franchise or office in any city, borough, 
or town corporate; provides for it’s speedy determination ; 
and directs that, if the defendant be convicted, judgment of 
ouster (as well as a fine) may be given against him, and that 
the relator shall pay or receive costs according to the event of 
the suit. (5) 


(5) As the statute of Anne is confined to corporate offices or franchises it is 
important for the student to bear in mind, that there are still many cases of 
informations at common law, which are distinguished by some peculiarities 
from those under the statute Neither can be filed, except by the attor- 
ney-general, without leave of the court; but the statute extends to the 
courts of the counties Palatine and Wales, as well as to the K. B., while those 
at the common law can only be filed in the K.B. Under the statute there 
must always be an individual relator on the record; and it is, in fact, a suit 
betweén party and party. The judgment may be of ouster as well as fine, 
if the defendant be convicted, together with costs to the relator, which last 
the defendant recovers whenever the judgment is for him. At common law 
there is no relator on the record; it is matter of doubt whether there can 
be judgment of ouster ; —~ the last decision was in the negative, and upon 

principle 
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- & Tue writ of mandamus is also made by the same statute 
gAnn.-c.20. a most full-and effectual remedy; in the first place, 
for refusal of admission where a person is entitled to an office 
or place in any such corporation ; and, secondly, for wrongful 
removal, when a person is legally possessed. ‘These are in- 
juries, for which, though redress for the party interested may 
be had by assise, or other means, yet as the franchises con- 
cern the public, and may affect the administration of justice, 
this prerogative writ also issues from the court of king’s bench ; 
commanding, upon good cause shewn to the court, the party 
complaining to be admitted or restored to his office. And the 
statute requires, that a return be immediately made to the first 
writ of mandamus; which return may be pleaded to or tra- 
versed by the prosecutor, and his antagonist may reply, take 


Y See pag 110. 


principle it should seem that there could not. See the cases cited in Sel- 
wyn’s Ni.Pri. 1130. And with respect to costs, as the real prosecutor by 
the 4&5 W.&M.c 18 , except where the court expressly orders otherwise, 
enters into a recognizance in the penalty of 20/. the defendant may, under 
certain circumstances, recover costs to that amount from him, but not more; 
and the defendant, if yudgment be against him, in no case pays any costs 
See R. v. Wallis, § T.R. 375. 

It has been stated that neither sort of information can be filed without 
leave of the court, in granting which some general rules have been laid 
down for the guidance of its discretion The first turns on the nature of 
the office; — as to which the court 1s regulated by the limits of the old 
common law writ, and the purview of the stat. of Anne. A second turns 
on the circumstances, and even motives, of the party applying; — if it ap- 
pear, that being a brother-corporator, his own election 1s open to the same 
objection on which he relies to oust the defendant, or that he concurred in 
the election, where the defect 1s one which he actually or by presumption of 
law was cognizant of; or that, being a stranger, he is not subject to the local 
jurisdiction of the body corporate; 1m all such cases the court will refuse 
leave. SeeSelwyn’s Ni. Pri.1133. A third rule turned on the time during 
which the party had been in the undisturbed possession and exercise of his 
franchise or office; — as to which the court first limited itself to twenty, and 
then to six years. But the stat. 32 G. III. c. 58. has taken away this discretion 
in cases under the stat. of Anne, by enacting in effect that sx years’ undis- 
turbed possession and exercise before the leave granted by the court for the 
information shall be a legal bar to it; and where the defect in the party’s 
title arises from some defect in the title of the person electing him, that he 
shall not be prejudiced by such defect, 1f that person shall have been a simi- 
lar length of time in undisturbed possession and exercise of his office before 
the filing of the information. 


18 
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issuie, or demur, and the same proceedings may be had, as if 
an action on the case had been brought, for making‘s false 
return: and, after judgment obtained for the prosecutor, he 
shall have a peremptory writ of mandamus to compel his ad- 
mission or restitution; which latter (in case of an action) is 
effected by a writ of restitution*. So that now the writ of 
mandamus, in cases within this statute, is in the nature of an 
action: whereupon the party applying and succeeding may be 
entitled to costs, in case it be the franchise of a citizen, bur- 


gess, or freeman*; and also, in general, a writ of error may 
be had thereupon °. 


Tus writ of mandamus may also be issued, in pursuance of 
the statute 11Geo.I. c.4. in case within the regular time no 
election shall be made of the mayor or other chief officer of 
any city, borough, or town corporate, or (being made) 1t shall 
afterwards become void; requiring the electors to proceed to 
election, and proper courts to be held for admitting and swear- 
ing in the magistrates so respectively chosen. (6) 


WE have now gone through the whole circle of civil in- 
juries, and the redress which the laws of England have anxi- 
ously provided for each. In which the student cannot but 
observe that the main difficulty which attends their discussion 
arises from their great variety, which is apt at our first acquaint- 
ance to breed a confusion of ideas, and a kind of distraction 


= 11 Rep. 99 b> 1 P Wms. 351. 
® Stat. 12 Geo. III c 21 


(6) By the common law the court of K.B. had no power to issue a man- 
damus for the election of a mayor or other chief officer of a corporation, 
on any other day than that fixed by the charter, except where the vacancy 
was occasioned by the death of the existing officer; for such election would 
not have been a compliance with the charter, but a edience to it. 
An omission, therefore, to elect or complete an election on the proper day, 
however occasioned, (and 1t might be occasioned by fraud, inadvertence, or 
even accident,) or the removal of an officer unduly elected, might occasion 
a forfeiture of the charter and a dissolution of the corporation. The 
11Geo.I. c 4. was passed to remedy this inconvenience, and being a very 
remedial law is construed very liberally; and though three or four years 
may have elasped since a regular election, the court will grant the mandamus 
under it. See Selwyn’s Ni. Pri. 1064 : 
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in the memory: 8 difficulty not a little increased by the very 
immethodical arrangement, in which they are delivered to us 
by our antient writers, and the numerous terms of art in 
which the language of our ancestors has obscured . them. 
Terms of art there will unavoidably be in all sciences; the 
easy conception and thorough comprehension of which must 
depend upon frequent and familiar use; and the more sub- 
divided any branch of science is, the more terms must be used 
to express the nature of these several subdivisions, and mark 
out with sufficient precision the ideas they are meant to convey. 
But I trust that this difficulty, however great it may appear at 
first view, will shrink to nothing upon a nearer and more fre- 
quent approach; and indeed be rather advantageous than of any 
disservice, by imprinting on the student’s mind a clear and 
distinct notion of the nature of these several remedies. And, 
such as it is, it arises principally from the excellence of our 
English laws; which adapt their redress exactly to the cir- 
cumstances of the injury, and do not furnish one and the 
same action for different wrongs, which are impossible to be 
brought within one and the same description: whereby every 
man knows what satisfaction he is entitled to expect from the 
courts of justice, and as little as possible is left in the breast 
of the judges, whom the law appoints to admmister, and not 
to prescribe, the remedy. And I may venture to affirm, that 
there is hardly a possible injury, that can be offered either 
to the person or property of another, for which the party 
injured may not find a remedial wnt, conceived in such terms 
as are properly and singularly adapted to his own particular 
grievance. 


In the several personal actions which we have cursorily 
explained, as debt, trespass, detinue, action on the case, and 
the like, it is easy to observe how plain, perspicuous, and 
simple the ngpedy is, as chalked out by the antient common 
law. In the methods prescribed for the recovery of landed 
and other permanent property, as the right is more intricate, 
the feodal or rather Norman remedy by real actions is 
somewhat more complex and difficult, and attended with 
seme delays, And since, in order to obviate those difficulties, 
and retrench those delays, we have permitted the rights of 
real property to be drawn into question in mixed or personal 
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Sttita, we are {it inust be: owned) obliged to have recourse tu 
such arbitrary fictions and expedients, that unless we had 
developed their principles, and traced out their progress and 
history, our present system of remedial jurisprudence (in re 
spect of landed property) would appear the most intricate 
and unnatural that ever was adopted by a free and enlightened 
people. 


Bur this intricacy of our legal process will be found, when 
attentively considered, to be one of those troublesome, but 
not dangerous, evils, which have their root in the frame of 
our constitution, and which therefore can never be cured, 
without hazarding every thing that is dear to us. In abso- 
lute governments, when new arrangements of property and 
a gradual change of manners have destroyed the original 
ideas, on which the laws were devised and established, the 
prince by his ediet may promulge a new code, more suited 
to the present emergencies. But when laws are to be framed 
by pepular assemblies, even of the representative kind, it is 
too Herculean a task to begin the work of legislation afresh, 
and extract a new system from the discordant opinions of 
more than five hundred counsellors. A single legislator or 
an enterprizing sovereign, a Solon or Lycurgus, a: Justinian 
or a Frederick, may at any time form a concise, and perhaps 
an uniform, plan of justice: and evil betide that presumptuous 
subject who questions it’s’ wisdem or utility. But who that 
is acquainted with the difficulty of new-modelling any branch 
of our statute laws, (though relating but to roads or to parish 
settlements,) will conceive 1t ever feasible to alter any funda- 
mental point of the common law, with all its appendages: and 
consequents, and set up another rule in it’s stead? When, 
therefore, by the gradual influence of foreign trade and do- 
mastic tranquillity, the spirit of our military tenures began to 
dleeay, and at length the whole structure was: removed, the 
judges quickly perceived that the forms and delays of the old 
feedal actions (guarded with their several outworks of essoing, 
vouchers, aid-psayess, and a hundred other formidable im 
trenchmenta,) were Hl-suited to that more simple and com- 
mercial mode of property which succeeded the former, and 
required a more speedy decision of right, to facilitate exchange 
and alienation. Yet they wisely avoided soliciting any great 
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legislative revolution in the old established forms, which might 
have been productive of consequences more numerous and 
extensive than the most penetrating genius could foresee; but 
left them as they were, to languish in obscurity and oblivion, 
and endeavoured by a series of minute contrivances to accom- 
modate such personal actions, as were then in use, to all the 
most useful purposes of remedial justice: and where, through 
the dread of innovation, they hesitated at going so far as, 
perhaps, their good sense would have prompted them, they 
left an opening for the more liberal and enterprizing judges, 
who have sate in our courts of equity, to shew them their 
error by supplying the omissions of the courts of law. And, 
since the new expedients have been refined by the practice of 
more than a century, and are sufficiently known and under- 
stood, they in general answet the purpose of doing speedy and 
substantial justice, much better than could now be effected by 
any great fundamental alterations. The only difficulty that 
attends them arises from their fictions and circuities: but, 
when once we have discovered the proper clew, that labyrinth 
is easily pervaded. Our system of remedial law resembles an 
old Gothic castle, erected in the days of chivalry, but fitted 
up for a modern inhabitant. The moated ramparts, the em- 
battled towers, and the trophied halls, are magnificent and 
venerable, but useless, and therefore neglected. The inferior 
apartments, now accommodated to daily use, are cheerful and 
commodious, though their approaches may be winding and 
difficult. 


In this part of our disquisitions I however thought it my 
duty to unfold, as far as intelligibly I could, the nature of 
these real actions, as well as of personal remedies. And this 
not only because they are still in force, still the law of the 
land, though obsolete and disused ; and may, perhaps, in their 
turn, be hereafter with some necessary corrections called out 

[ 269 } again into common tise; but also because, as a sensible writer 
has well observed °, * whoever considers how great a coherence 
‘¢ there is between the several parts of the law, and how much 
‘‘ the reason of one case opens and depends upon that of an- 
“ other, will, I presume, be far from thinking any of the old 
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“ Jearning useless, which will so much conduce to the perfect 
‘‘ understanding of the modern.” And besides I should have 
done great injustice to the founders of our legal constitution, 
had I led the student to imagine, that the remedial instruments 
of our law were originally contrived in so complicated a form, 
as we now present them to his view: had I, for instance, en- 
tirely passed over the direct and obvious remedies by assises 
and writs ofentry, and only laid before him the modern method 
of prosecuting a writ of ejectment. 
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CHAPTER THE EIGHTEENTH. 


or tHE PURSUIT or REMEDIES sy 
ACTION; anp First, oF THE ORIGI- 
NAL WRIT. 


AVING, under the head of redress by suit in courts, pointed 

out in the preceding pages, in the first place, the nature 

and several species of courts of justice, wherein remedies are 
administered for all sorts of private wrongs; and, in the second 
place, shewn to which of these courts in particular application 
must be made for redress, according to the distinction of inju- 
ries, or, in other words, what wrongs are cognizable by one 
court, and what by another; I proceeded, under the title of 
injuries cognizable by the courts of common law, to define and ex- 
plain the specifical remedies by action, provided for every pos- 
sible degree of wrong or injury; as well such remedies as are 
dormant and out of use, as those which are in every day’s 
practice, apprehending that the reason of the one could never 
be clearly comprehended without some acquaintance with the 
other: and, Iam now, in the last place, to examine the manner in 
which these several remedies are pursued and applied, by action 
in the courts of common law; to which I shall afterwards 
subjoin a brief account of the proceedings in the courts of equity. 


In treating of remedies by action at common law, I shall 
confine myself to the modern method of practice in our courts 
of judicature. For, though I thought it necessary to throw 
out a few observations on the nature of real actions, however 

{ 271 ] at present disused, in order to demonstrate the coherence and 
uniformity of our legal constitution, and that there was no in- 
jury so obstinate and inveterate, but which might in the end 
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be eradicated by some or other of those remedial. writs ; yet it 
would be too irksome a task to perplex both my readers and 
myself with explaining all the rules of proceeding in these ob- 
solete actions, which are frequently mere positive establish- 
ments, the forma et figura judicii, and conduce very little to 
illustrate the reason and fundamental grounds of the law. 
Wherever I apprehend they may at all conduce to this end, 
I shall endeavour to hint at them incidentally. 


Wuar therefore the student may expect in this and the 
succeeding chapters is an account of the method of proceeding 
in and prosecuting a suit upon any of the personal writs we 
have before spoken of, in the court of common pleas at West- 
minster, that being the court originally constituted for the 
prosecution of all civil actions. It is true that the courts of 
king’s bench and exchequer, 1n order, without intrenching 
upon antient forms, to extend their remedial influence to the 
necessities of modern times, have now obtained a concurrent 
jurisdiction and cognizance of very many civil suits: but, as 
causes are therein conducted by much the same advocates and 
attorneys, and the several courts and their judges have an en- 
tire communication with each other, the methods and forms of 
proceeding are in all material respects the same in all of them. 
So that, in giving an abstract or history* of the progress of 
a suit through the court of common pleas, we shall at the same 


* In deducing this history the student 
must not expect authorities to be con- 
stantly cited as practical knowledge 
1s not so much to be learned from any 
books of law, as from experience and 
attendance on the courts. The compi- 
ler must therefore be frequently obliged 
to rely upon his own observations, 
which in general he hath been studious 
to avoid where those of any other might 
be had. To accompany and illustrate 
these remarks, such gentlemen as are 
designed for the profession will find 1t 
necessary to peruse the books of entries, 


a man of liberal education and toler- 
able understanding may glean pro re 
mata as much as 18 sufficient for his 
purpose. These books of pracitce, as 
they are called, are all pretty much on 
a level, m point of composition and 
solid instruction; so that that which 
bears the latest edition 1s usually the 
best But Gubert’s History and Practice 
of the Court of Common Pleas 13 a book 
of a very different stamp and though 
(like the rest of his posthugious works) 
it has suffered most gross]¥ by ignorant 
or care]ess transcribers, yet it has traced 


antient and modern; which are tran- 
scripts of proceedings that have been 
had in some particular actions. A book 
or two of technical learning will also 
be found very convement, from which 
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out the reason of many parts of our 
modern practice, from the feodal insti- 
tutions and the primitive construction 
of our courts, in a most clear and inge- 
nious manner, 


x 
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time give a general account of the proceedings of the other two 
courts; taking notice, however, of any considerable difference 
in the local practice of each. And the same abstract will 
moreover afford us some general idea of the conduct of a cause 
in the inferior courts of common law, those in cities and bo- 
roughs, or in the court-baron, or hundred, or county-court: 
all which conform (as near as may be) to the example of the 
superior tribunals, to which their causes may probably be, in 
some stage or other, removed. 


THE most natural and perspicuous way of considering the 
subject before us will be (I apprehend) to pursue it in the or- 
der and method wherein the proceedings themselves follow 
each other; rather than to distract and subdivide it by any 
more logical analysis. The general therefore and orderly 
parts of asuit arethese; 1. The original writ: 2. The process: 
3. The pleadings: 4. The issue or demurrer: 5. The trial: 
6. The judgment, and it’s incidents: 7. The proceedings in 
nature of appeals: 8. The execution. 


First, then, of the original, or original writ; which is the 
beginning or foundation of the suit. "When a person hath re- 
ceived an injury, and thinks it worth his while to demand a 
satisfaction for it, he is to consider with himself, or take advice, 
what redress the law has given for that injury; and thereupon 
is to make application or suit to the crown, the fountain of all 
justice, for that particular specific remedy which he is deter- 
mined or advised to pursue. As, for money due on bond, an 
action of debt, for goods detained without force, an action of 
dettnue or trover, or, if taken with force, an action of trespass vi 
et armis, or, to try the title of lands, a wret of entry or action 
of trespass in gyectment , or, for any consequential injury re- 
ceived, a special action on the case. To this end he is to sue 
out, or purchase by paying the stated fees, an original, or ori- 
ginal writ, from the court of chancery, which is the officena 


justitiae, tiie shop or mint of justice, wherein all the king’s writs 


are framed. It is a mandatory letter from the king in parch- 
ment, sealed with his great seal ®, and directed to the sheriff of 
the county wherein the injury is committed or supposed so to 


» Finch. L, 237. 
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be, requiring him to command the wrongdoer or party accused, 
either to do justice to the complainant, or else to appear in 
court, and answer the accusation against him. Whatever the 
sheriff does in pursuance of this writ, he must return or certify 
to the court of common pleas, together with the writ itself: 
which is the foundation of the jurisdiction of that court, being 
the king’s warrant for the judges to proceed to the determina- 
tion of the cause. For it was a maxim introduced by the 
Normans, that there should be no proceedings in common 
pleas before the king’s justices without his original writ; be- 
cause they held it unfit that those justices, being only the 
substitutes of the crown, should take cognizance of any thing 
but what was thus expressly referred to their judgment‘. 
However, i small actions, below the value of forty shillings, 
which are brought in the court-baron or county-court, no royal 
writ is necessary; but the foundation of such suits continues to 
be (asin the times of the Saxons) not by original writ, but by 
plant"; that is, by a private memorial tendered in open court 
to the judge, wherein the party injured sets forth his cause of 
action; and the judge is bound of common right to adnunister 
justice therein, without any special mandate from the king. 
Now indeed even the royal writs are held to be demandable 
of common right, on paying the usual fees: for any delay in 
the granting them, or setting an unusual or exorbitant price 
upon them, would be a breach of magna carta, ¢.29.; “ Nullz 
“ vendemus, nulls negabimus, aut differemus, pusttttam vel rectum.” 


OriGiInAL writs are either optzonal or peremptory ; or, in 
the language of our lawyers, they are either a praecipe, or a si 
te fecerit securum*’. ‘The praeczpe is in the alternative, com- 
manding the defendant to do the thing required, or shew the 
reason wherefore he hath not done it‘. The use of this writ 
is where something certain 1s demanded by the plaintiff, which 
it is incumbent on the defendant himself to perform; as, to 
restore the possession of land, to pay a certain liquidated debt, 
to perform a specific covenant, to render an account, and the 
like: in all which cases the writ is drawn up in the form of a 
praecipe or command, to do thus, or shew cause to the con- 
trary; giving the defendant his choice, to redress the injury, 

© Filet. 2.2. ¢c.34. _ © Finch L. 257, 

¢ Mur. ¢.2. § 3. f Append, No. IIL § 1. 
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or stand the suit. The other species of original writs is called 
a si fecerit te secerum, from the words of the writ; which di- 
rects the sheriff to cause the defendant to appear in court, 
without any option given him, provided the plaintiff gives the 
sheriff security effectually to prosecute his claim ®. This writ 
is in use, where nothing is specifically demanded, but only a 
satisfaction in general; to obtain which, and minister com- 
plete redress, the intervention of some judicature is necessary. 
Such are writs of trespass, or on the case, wherein no debt or 
other specific thing is sued for in certain, but only damages to 
be assessed by a jury. For this end the defendant is imme- 
ately called upon to appear in court, provided the plaintiff 
gives good security of prosecuting his claim. Both species of 
writs are feste’d, or witnessed in the king’s own name; “ wit- 
ness ourself at Westminster,” or wherever the chancery may 
be held. 


Tue security here spoken of, to be given by the plaintiff for 
prosecuting his claim, is common to both writs, though it 
gives denomination only to the latter. ‘The whole of it is at 
present become a mere matter of form: and John Doe and 
Richard Roe are always returned as the standing pledges for 
this purpose. The antient use of them was to answer for the 

[ 275 ] plaintiff, who in case he brought an action without cause, or 
failed in the prosecution of it when brofight, was liable to an 
amercement from the crown for raising a false accusation; and 
so the form of the judgment stillis*. In like manner, as by the 
Gothic constitutions no person was permitted to lay a complaint 
against another, “ nzsz sub screptura aut spectficatrone trium 
“ testium, quod actionem vellet perseque' ,” and, as by the laws 
of Sancho I. king of Portugal, damages were given against a 
plaintiff who prosecuted a groundless action *. 


Te day on which the defendant is ordered to appear in 
court, and on which the sheriff is to bring in the writ, and re- 
port how far he has obeyed it, is called the return of the writ; 
it being then returned by him to the king’s justices at West- 
minster. And it is always made returnable at the distance of 


© Append. No. II. §1 ' Sern de yure Gothor. 1. ui. c.7. 
® Finch, L189, 252 k Mod. Un. Mist. xxii. 45, 
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at least fifteen days from the date or teste, (1) that the defend- 
ant may have time to come up to Westminster, even from the 
most remote parts of the kingdom; and upon some day in one 
of the four terms, in which the court sits for the dispatch of 
business. 


THESE terms are supposed by Mr. Selden! to have been 
instituted by William the conqueror: but sir Henry Spelman 
hath clearly and learnedly shewn, that they were gradually 
formed from the canonical constitutions of the church; being 
indeed no other than those leisure seasons of the year, which 
were not occupied by the great festivals or fasts, or which were 
not liable to the general avocations of rural business. Through- 
out all christendom, in very early times, the whole year was 
one continual term for hearing and decidirig causes. For the 
christian magistrates, to distinguish themselves from the hea- 
thens, who were extremely superstitious in the observation of 
their dzes fastz et nefastz, went into a contrary extreme, and ad- 
munistered justice upon all days alike. “Till at length the 
church interposed and exempted certain holy seasons from 
being profaned by the tumult of forensic litigations. As, par- 
ticularly, the time of advent and christmas, which gave rise to 
the winter vacation; the time of lent and easter, which created 
that in the spring; the time of pentecost, which produced the 
third; and the long ‘vacation, between midsummer and mi- 
chaelmas, which was allowed for the hay-time and harvest. 
All sundays also, and some particular festivals, as the days of 
the purification, ascension, and some others, were included in 
the same prohibition: which was established by a canon of the 
church, 4. 2. 517, and was fortified by an imperial constitu- 


1 Jan. Angl. 1.2 §9. 


(1) As Easter term ends on the Monday before Whitsunday, and Trinity 
term begins on the Monday next following Trinity Sunday, which is the first 
return-day of that term, the 24G 2. c 48. provides, that writs issued on the 
first, and returnable on the last of these days, shall be good and effectual, 
though fifteen days do not intervene between the teste and return. Al- 
though original writs must always be returnable in term time, because the 
courts into which they are returned are then only sitting, yet they inay be 
sued out and tested at any time, because the chancery, from which they 


issue, 1s always open, 
x 3 
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tion ‘of the younger Theodosius, comprised in the Theodosian 
eode™. (2) 
AFTERWARDS, when our own legal constitution came to be 
settled, the commencement and duration of our law terms were 
appointed with an eye to those canonical prohibitions; and it 
was ordered by the laws of king Edward the confessor", that 
from advent to the octave of the epiphany, from septuagesima ta 
the octave of easter, from the ascension to the octave of pente- 
cost, and from three in the afternoon of all saturdays till mon- 
day morning, the peace of God and of holy church shall be 
kept throughout all the kingdom. And so extravagant was 
afterwards the regard that was paid to these holy times, that 
though the author of the Mirror° mentions only one vacation 
of any considerable length, containing the months of August 
and September, yet Britton is express”, that in the reign of 
king Edward the first no secular plea could be held, nor any 
man sworn on the evangelists 4, in the times of advent, lent, 
pentecost, harvest and vintage, the days of the great litanies, 
and all solemn festivals. But he adds, that the bishops did 
nevertheless grant dispensations, (of which many are preserved 


m™ Spelman of the terms. P ¢. 53 
" c 3. de temporibus et diebus pacts 9 See pag 59. 
= c. 3. § 8. 


a 


(2) There are not only, 1t seems, dies gurtdict, but hore guridice also, ac- 
cording to Lord Coke, (2Inst 265.) who cites a passage from Fortescue, 
which presents a curious contrast to the usages of the present times: — “ Fur- 
thermore! would ye should know, (addressing prince Edward, son of Hen.VI.) 
that the justices of England sit not mm the king’s courts aboye three hours in 
a day, that 1s to say, from eight of the clock in the forenoone till eleven com- 
pleat; for in the afternoones those courts are not holden or kept But the 
suters then resort * to the perusing of their writings, and elsewhere consult- 
ing with the serjeants at law, and other their councellours. Wherefore the 
justices, after they have taken their refection, do pass and bestow all the 
residue of the day in the study of the laws, in reading of Holy Scripture, 
and using other kind of contemplation at their pleasure, so that ther life 
may seem more contemplative than actrve And thus do they lead a quiet 
life, discharged of all worldly cares and troubles.”” De Laud. c.51. 


* T have cited the translation given in Selden’s edition, but it is clearly faulty 
in this passage, “ tunc se dwertunt ad perisum,”” which Selden mm a note explains 
tobe “ ay afternoon’s exercise or moot to the instruction of young students." 


al 
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in Rymer’s foedera",) that assises and juries might be taken 
in some of these holy seasons. And soon afterwards a general 
dispensation was established by statute Westm.1. 3 Edw.L.¢.51. [ 277 
which declares, that “ by the assent of all the prelates, assises 
“ of novel dissetsin, mort d’ancestor, and darrein presentment, 
‘* shall be taken in advent, septuagesima, and lent; and that 
‘at the special request of the king to the bishops.” The 
portions of time, that were not included within these prohi- 
bited seasons, fell naturally into a fourfold division, and, from 
some festival day that immediately preceded their commence- 
ment, were denominated the terms of St. Hilary, of Easter, of 
the Holy Trinity, and of St. Michael: which terms have been 
since regulated and abbreviated by several acts of parliament ; 
particularly Trinity term by statute 32 Hen.VIII. c.21., and 
Michaelmas term by statute 16 Car.I. c.6., and again by statute 
24 Geo.II. ¢.48. 


THERE are in each of these terms stated days called days in 
bank, dies in banco: that 1s, days of appearance in the court 
ofcommon bench. They are generally at the distance of about 
a week from each other, and have reference to some festival 
of thechurch. On some one of these days in bank all original 
writs must be made returnable; and therefore they are gene- 
rally called the returns of that term: whereof every term has 
more or less, said by the Mirror * to have been originally fixed 
by king Alfred, but certainly settled as early as the statute of 
51 Hen. III. st.2. But though many of the return days are. 
fixed upon sundays, yet the court never sits to receive these re- 
turns till the monday after‘: and therefore no proceedings can 
be held, or judgment can be given, or supposed to be given, 
on the sunday °. 


Tue first return in every term is, properly speaking, the 
first day in that term ; as, for instance, the octave of St. Hilary, 
or the eighth day inclusive after the feast of that saint: which 
falling on the thirteenth of January, the octave therefore or 


® Temp. Hen. III. passim. ¥ SirW. Jon. 156, Swann & Broome, 
'oe5 §1. B.R. Mich. 5 Geo. JIL, et wn Dom. Proc. 
t Registr.19, Salk,627. 6 Mod.250. 1766. 

xX 4 


first day of Hilary term is the twentieth of January. And 
thereon the court sits to take essoigns, or excuses, for such as 
[ 278 ] do not appear according to the summons of the writ: where- 
fore this is usually called the essoign day of the term. But on 
every return-day in the term, the person summoned has three 
days of grace, beyond the day named in the writ, in which to 
make his appearance; and if he appears on the fourth day in- 
clusive, quarto die post, it is sufficient. (3) For our sturdy an- 
cestors held it beneath the condition of a freeman to appear, 
or to do any other act, at the precise time appointed. The 
feodal law therefore always allowed three distinct days of 
citation, before the defendant was adjudged contumacious for 
not appearing’; preserving in this respect the German custom, 
of which Tacitus thus speaks”: “ cdlud ex lbertate viteum, 
‘6 quod non simul nec ut gussi conveniunt , sed e¢ alter et tertius 
“6 dies cunctatione coeuntium absumitur.” And a similar indul- 
gence prevailed in the Gothic constitution: “ zlud enim nimiae 
“‘ [ibertatis indicium, concessa totres mpunitas non parend? , nec 
** enim trinis yudzciz consessebus poenam perditae causae contumax 
“‘ merust*.” ‘Therefore, at the beginning of each term, the 
court does not usually’ sit for dispatch of business till the 
Jourth or appearance day, as in Hilary term on the twenty- 
third of January; and in Trinity term, by statute 32 Hen. VIII. 
c.21, not till the 7th day, the fourth happgning on the great 
popish festival of Corpus Christc*, which days are therefore 


" Feud. 1.2. t.22. 

~ De mor. Ger. c.11. 

* Stern de gure Goth. t.1. c. 6. 

Y See 1 Bulstr.35. 

* See Spelman on the terms ch.17, 
Note, that if the feast of saint John the 
baptist, or midsummer-day, falls on the 
morrow of Corpus Christ: day, (as it did 
4,D. 1614, 1698, and 1709, and will 
again 4.D.1791,) Trinity full term 


then commences, and the courts sit on 
that day, though tn other years it 18 no 
yunidical day. Yet in 1702, 1713, and 
1724, when midsummer-day fell upon 
what was regularly the /ast day of the 
term, the courts did not then sit, but it 
was regarded hike a sunday, and the 
term was prolonged to the twenty-fifth 
of June (Rot C.B. Bunb.176.) 


(3) The first or return day was called the essoign day for the reason men- 


tioned in the text; if no essoign was then cast, the demandant had a nght 
on the second to enter an exception, and obtain an order that no essoign 
should now be received, whence this day was called the day of exception. 
On the third the sheriff actually returned his writs into ¢ourt, and this was 
therefore called the day of return of writs. The fourth was called the ap- 
pearance day, or day of love, being the day granted from indulgence for the 
tenant’s or defendant’s appearance. 1 Tidd’s Prac. 7th edit. p. 122. 
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called and set down in the almanacs as the first days of the 
term, and the court also sits till the quarto die post er appear-~ 
ance day of the last return, which is therefore the end of each 
term. (4) 


(4) By 1&2G. 4. three or more of the judges of the K. B. are required to 
meet on some day before Easter, Michaelmas, and Hilary terms respectively, 
and to sit for the dispatch of all matters left pending at the end of the term 
preceding ; but it is provided that this regulation shall not alter the return 
of any writ, or require an appearance thereto before the day therein men- 
tioned. 
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CHAPTER THE NINETEENTH. 


OF 


next step for carrying on the suit, after suing out 
the original, is called the process, being the means of 
compelling the defendant to appear in court. This is some- 
times called origznal process, being founded upon the original 
writ; and also to distinguish it from mesne or intermediate 
process, which issues, pending the suit, upon some collateral 
interlocutory matter; as to summon juries, witnesses, and the 
like*. Mesne process 1s also sometimes put in contradistinction 
to jinal process, or process of executzon ; and then it signifies 
all such process as intervenes between the beginning and end 
of a suit. 


Bur process, as we are now to consider it, is the method 
taken by the law to compel a compliance with the original 
writ, of which the primary step is by giving the party notice 
to obey it. This notice 1s given upon all real praeczpes, and 
also upon all personal writs for injuries not against the peace, 
by swmmons, which is a warning to appear in court at the re- 
turn of the original writ, given to the defendant by two of the 
sheriff’s messengers called swmmoners, either in person, or left at 
his house or land”; in like manner as in the civil law the first 
process is by personal citation, 2 yus vocando®. This warning 
on the land is given, in real actions, by erecting a white stick 
or wand on the defendant’s grounds‘; (which stick or wand 
among the northern nations is called the baculus nunciatorzus®;) 
and by statute 31 Eliz. c.3. the notice must also be proclaimed 
on some sunday before the door of the parish church. 


* Finch. L. 436. 4 Dalt. of sher. c.31, 
b Titd. 344.352. © Stiern. de yure Sucon. 1. c 6. 
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Ir the defendant disobeys this verbal monition, the next pro- 
cess is by writ of attachment or pone, so called from the words 
of the writ ',“ pone per vadium et saivos plegios, put by gage and 
“¢ gafe pledges A. B. the defendant, &c.” This is a writ not 
issuing out of chancery, but out of the court of common pleas, 
being grounded on the non-appearance of the defendant at the 
return of the original writ; and thereby the sheriff is com- 
manded to attach him, by taking gage, that is, certain of his 
goods, which he shall forfeit if he doth not appear®; or by 
making him find safe pledges or sureties who shall be amerced 
in case of his non-appearance”. This is also the first and im- 
mediate process, without any previous summons, upon actions 
of trespass vz et armis, or for other injuries, which, though not 
forcible, are yet trespasses against the peace, as deceit and con- 
spiracy'; where the violence of the wrong requires a more 
speedy remedy, and therefore the original writ commands the 
defendant to be at once attached, without any precedent 
warning ’. ° 


Ir, after attachment, the defendant neglects to appear, he 
not only forfeits this security, but is moreover to be farther 
compelled by writ of dzstringas*, or distress infinite, which is 
a subsequent process issuing from the court of common pleas, 
commanding the sheriff to distrein the defendant from time to 
time, and continually afterwards, by taking his goods and the 
profits of his lands, which are called zssues, and which by the 
@mmon law he forfeits to the king if he doth not appear’. 
But now the issues may be sold, 1f the court shall so direct, in 
order to defray the reasonable costs of the plaintiff™. In like 
manner by the civil law, if the defendant absconds, so that the 
citation 1s of no effect, “ mzttztur adversarius in possesstonem 
bonorum eus”.” (1) 


f Append. No. IIT. § 2. k Append. No. III. § 2. 

& Finch.L.345. Lord Raym. 278. 1 Finch, L352. 

h Dalt. sher. c.32. ™ Stat. 10 Geo. II] c.50. 
1 Finch. L. 305. 352. " Ff.2. 4, 6. 
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(1) The delay and expence of this mode of proceeding have induced the 
legislature to enact, by 51 G, 3. c. 124. (contmued by 57G. 3. c.101.) that 
the dsstringas shall not issue in the first instance for default of appearance; 
but if the defendant can be personally served with the summons or attach- 

ment, 
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Anp here by the common, as weil as the civil, law, the pro- 
cess ended in case of injuries without force: the defendant, if 
he had any substance, being gradually stripped ‘of it all by re- 

ted distresses, till he rendered obedience to the king’s writ; 
and, if he had no substance, the law held him incapable of mak- 
ing satisfaction, and therefore looked upon all farther process 
asnugatory. And besides, upon feodal principles, the person 
of a feudatory was not liable to be attached for injuries merely 
civil, lest thereby his lord should be deprived of his personal ser- 
vices. But, in cases of injury accompanied with force, the law, 
to punish the breach of the peace, and prevent it’s disturbance 
for the future, provided also a process against the defendant’s 
person in case he neglected to appear upon the former process 
of attachment, or had no substance wherehy to be attached; 
subjecting his body to imprisonment by the writ of capas ad 
respondendum°. But this immunity of the defendant’s person, 
in case of peaceable though fraudulent injuries, producing 
great contempt of the law fh indigent wrongdoers, a capias was 
also allowed to arrest the person, in actions of account, though 
no breach of the peace be suggested, by the statutes of Marl- 
bridge, 52 Hen. III. c.23., and Westm.2. 13 Edw.I. c.11., in 
actions of debt and detinue by statute 25 Edw. III. c.17., and in 
all actions on the case, by statute 19 Hen.VII.c.9. Before 
which last statute a practice had been introduced of commenc- 
ing the suit by bringing an original writ of trespass quare clau- 
sum fregzt, for breaking the plaintiff’s close vz et armzs ; which 
by the old common law subjected the defendant’s person to Se 
arrested by writ of capras. and then afterwards, by connivance 
of the court, the plaintiff might proceed to prosecute for any 
other less forcible injury. ‘This practice (through custom rather 


° 3 Rep. 12. 





ment, he shall at the same time have a written notice, that if he does not 
appear, the plaintiff will cause an appearance to be entered for him, and pro- 
ceed thereon, as if he had himself appeared by his attorney. But in case it 
shall be made appear that the defendant could not be personally served, and 
that a service has taken place at his dwelling-house, then a distringas, by 
leave of the court, may be sued out; the service of which shall be accompa- 
nied by a similar written notice. And if within eight days after the return 
of the original writ or distringas the defendant do not appear, then the 
plaintiff may enter 2 common appearance for him, and the suit proceeds as 
ifhe had regularly appeared. 
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than necessity, and for saving some trouble and expense, in suing 
out a special original adapted to the particular injury, ) still con- 
tinues in almost all cases, except in actions of debt; though 
now, by virtue of the statutes above cited and others, a capias 
might be had upon almost every species of complaint. 


Ir therefore the defendant, being summoned or attached, 
makes default, and neglects to appear; or ifthe sheriff returns 
a nthil, or that the defendant hath nothing whereby he may 
be summoned, attached, or distreined; the capzas now usually 
issues ®: being a writ commanding the sheriff to take the body 
of the defendant if he may be found in his bailiwick or county, 
and him safely to keep, so that he may have him in court on 
the day of the return, to answer to the plaintiff of a plea of 
debt or trespass, &c. as the case may be. This writ, and all 
others subsequent to the original writ, not issuing out of chan- 
cery, but from the court into which the original was returnable, 
and being grounded on what has passed in that court in con- 
sequence of the sheriff’s return, are called yudzczal, not original 
writs; they issue under the private seal of that court, and not 
under the great seal of England; and are ¢este’d, not in the 
king’s name, but in that of the chief (or, if there be no chief, 
of the senior) justice only. And these several writs being 
grounded on the sheriff’s return, must respectively bear date 
the same day on which the writ immediately preceding was 
returnable. 


Tuis is the regular and ordinary method of process. But 
it is now usual in practice to sue out the capzas in the first in- 
stance, upon a supposed return of the sheriff; especially if it 
be suspected that the defendant, upon notice of the action, will 
abscond; and afterwards a fictitious original is drawn up, if 
the party is called upon so to do, with a proper return there- 
upon, in order to give the proceedings a colour of regularity. 
When this capzas is delivered to the sheriff, he by his under- 
sheriff grants a warrant to his inferior officers or bailiffs, to 
execute it on the defendant. And, if the sheriff of Oxfordshire 
(in which county the injury is supposed to be committed and 
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the action is laid) cannot find the defendant in his jurisdiction, 
he returns that he is not found, non est inventus, in his bailiwick: 
whereupon another writ issues, called a tesigtum capias‘, di- 
rected to the sheriff of the county where the defendant is sup- 
posed to reside, as of Berkshire, reciting the former writ, and 
that it is testified, testatum est, that the defendant lurks or wan- 
ders in Azs bailiwick, wherefore he is commanded to take him, 
as in the former capias. But here also, when the action is 
brought in one county, and the defendant lives in another, it 
is usual, for saving trouble, time, and expense, to make out a 
testatum capias at the first; supposing not only an original, 
but also a former capias, to have been granted, which in fact 
never was. And this fiction, being beneficial to all parties, is 
readily acquiesced in, and is now become the settled practice ; 
being one among many instances to illustrate that maxim of 
law, that in jicttone yurzs consistit aequitas. 


Bur where a defendant absconds, and the plaintiff would 
proceed to an outlawry against him, an original writ must then 
be sued out regularly, and after that a capias. And if the 
sheriff cannot find the defendant upon the first writ of capias, 
and returns a non est inventus, there issues out an alias writ, 
and after that a plurtes, to the same effect as the former": only 
after these words “ we command you,” this clause is inserted, 
“as we have formerly,” or “as we have often commanded 
“ you:” — “ secut alias,” or * secut plunes, praecepimus.” 
And, if a non est tnventus is returned upon all of them, then a 
writ of exrgent or extgt facias may be sued out *, which requires 
the sheriff to cause the defendant to be proclaimed, required, 
or exacted, in five county courts successively, to render himself; 
and if he does, then to take him as in a capias: but if he does 
not appear, and 1s returned quznéo exactus, he shall then be out- 
lawed by the coroners of the county. Also by statutes 
6 Hen. VIIL c.4, and $1 Eliz. c. 3. whether the defendant dwells 
within the same or another county than that wherein the exigent 
is sued out, a writ of proclamation' shall issue out at the sarhe 
time with the exigent, commanding the sheriff of the county, 
wherein the defendant dwells, to make three proclamations 


Append, No, III. § 2 * Append. No. IIT. §2 
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thereof in places the most notorious, and most likely to come 
to his knowledge, a month before the outlawry shall take 
place. (2) Sueh oulewry is putting a man out of the protection 
of the law, so that he is incapable to bring an action for redress 
of injuries; and it is also attended with a forfeiture of all one’s 
goods and chattels to the king. (3) And therefore, till some 
time after the conquest, no man could be outlawed but for felony ; 
but in Bracton’s time, and somewhat earler, process of out- 
lawry was ordained to lie in all actions for trespasses vi et armis'. 
And since his days, by a variety of statutes, (the same which 
allow the writ of capias before mentioned,) process of outlawry 
doth lie im divers actions that are merely civil; provided they 
be commenced by original and not by bill’. IZ?fafter outlawry 
the defendant appears publicly, he may be arrested by a writ 
of capias utlagatum", agd committed till the outlawry be re- 
versed. Which reversal may be had by the defendant’s ap- 
pearing personally in court or by attorney “; (though in the 
king’s bench he could not appear by attorney *, till permitted 
by statute 4&5 W.& M. c.18.) and any plausible cause, how- 
ever slight, will in general be sufficient to reverse it, it being 
considered only as a process to compel an appearance. But 
then the defendant must pay full costs, and put the plaintiff in 
the same condition, as if he had appeared before the writ of 
exige factas was awarded. , 


Suc# is the first process in the court of common pleas. In 
the kzng’s bench they may also (and frequently do) proceed in 
certain causes, particularly in actions of ejectment and trespass, 
by orzgznal writ, with attachment and capias thereon ¥ ; (4) re- 


' Co Litt.128. A D 1654 «13. 
v 1Sid.159 * Cro Jac.616. Salk. 496. 
u Append No ITI. § 2. y Append. No. II. § 1, 


w2 Roll. Rep. 490. Regul. C. B. 


(2) “One m the open county court, another at the general quarter sessions 
of the peace in those parts where the defendant at the time of the eaigent 
awarded shall be dwelling; and the third, one month at the least before 
the gu:nto exactus by virtue of the exigent, at the church or chapel of the 
town arish where the defendant shall be so dwelling.” 

(3) oman under the same circumstances is said to be “ warned ;”” as 
she never took the oath of allegiance in the leet, she was aaid not to be 
sworn to the law, and therefore not capable of outlawry 

(4) See p.43 ante, n 6. 
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turnable, ‘not at Westminster, where the common pleas are 
now fixed in consequence of magna carta, but “ ubtcunque 
“‘ fuerimus in Anglia,” wheresoever the king shall then be in 
{ 285 ] England; the king’s bench being removable into any part of 
England, at the pleasure and discretion of the crown. But 
the more usual method of proceeding therein is without any 
original, but by a peculiar species of process entitled a zit of 
Middlesex: and therefore so entitled, because the court now 
sits in that county; for if it sate in Kent, it would then be a dz// 
of Kent". For though, as the justices of this court have, by 
it’s fundamental constitution, power to determine all offences 
and trespasses, by the common law and custom of the realm *, 
it needed no original writ from the crown to give it cognizance 
of any misdemesnor in the county wherein it resides; yet, as 
by this court’s coming into any county, it immediately super- 
seded the ordinary administration of justice by the general 
commissions of eyre and of oyer and terminer’, a process of 
it’s own became necessary within the county where it sate, to 
bring in such persons as were accused of committing any 
forcible injury. The bill of Middlesex* (which was formerly 
always founded on a plant of trespass quare clausum fregit, en- 
tered on the records of the court *) (5) is a kind of capzas, di- 
’ rected to the sheriff of that county, and commanding him to 
take the defendant, and have him before our lord the king at 
Westminster on a day prefixed, to answer to the plaintiff of a 
plea of trespass. or this accusation of trespass it is, that 
gives the court of king’s bench jurisdiction in other civil causes, 
as was formerly observed; since, when once the defendant is 
taken into custody of the marshal, or prison-keeper, of this 


* Thus, when the court sate at Ox- °Bro. Abr. t yurtsdiction. 66. 3 Inst. 
ford, by reason of the plague, Mich, 27. 
1665, the process was by dill of Ozford- © Append. No. III. §3. 
shire. Trye’s Jus Fiuizar.101,. ¢ Trye’s Jus Fihear. 98. 

* Bro. Abr. t. oyer & termuner. 8. 


(8) The process upon the plaint was an attachment, to which the sheriff 
returned either that he had attached the defendant, or that he had nothing by 
which he could be attached. It was upon this latter return, and non- 
appearance of the defendant, that the bill of Middlesex issued, whie® being 
akind of capias it would have been hard to have issued in the first instance 
and as a matter of course. See Tidd’s Pract. 166. 7th edit. 
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court, for the supposed trespass, he being then a prisaner of this 
court, may here be prosecuted for any, other species of injury. 
Yet in order to found this jurisdiction, it is not necessary 
that the defendant be actually the marshal’s prisoner; for, as 
soon as he appears, or puts in bail, to the process, he is deemed 
by so doing to be in such custody of the marshal, as will give 
the court a jurisdiction to proceed*. And, upon these ac- 
counts, in the bill or process a complaint of trespass is always 
suggested, whatever else may be the real cause of action. This 
bill of Middlesex must be served on the defendant by the 
sheriff, if he finds him in that county; but if he returns “ non 
“‘ est inventus,” then there issues out a writ of latztat', to the 
sheriff of another county, as Berks; which is similar to the 
testatum captas in the common pleas, and recites the bill of 
Middlesex and the proceedings thereon, and that it is testified 
that the defendant “ latztat et discurrit,” lurks and wanders 
about in Berks; and therefore commands the sheriff to take 
him, and have his body in court on the day of the return. But, 
as in the common pleas the festatum capias may be sued out 
upon’ only a supposed, and not an actual, preceding capzas ; 
so in the king’s bench a daéztat is usually sued out upon only a 
supposed, and not an actual 6211 of Middleser. So that, in 
fact, a latitat may be called the first process in the court of 
king’s bench, as the festatum capias is in the common pleas. 
Yet; as in the common pleas, if the defendant lives in the 
county wherein the action is laid, a common capzas suffices ; 
so in the king’s bench, likewise, if he lives in Middlesex, 
the process must still be by 62/1 of Middlesex only. 


In the exchequer the first process is by writ of guo mzxus, in 
order to give the court a jurisdiction over pleas between party 
and party. In which writ® the plaintiff is alleged to be the 
king’s farmer or debtor, and that the defendant hath done him 
the injury complained of; guo minus suffictens existzt, by which 
he is the less able to pay the king his rent, or debt. And 
upon this the defendant may be arrested as upon a capias from 
the common pleas. 


Tuus differently do the three courts set out at first, in the 
commencement of a suit, in order to entitle the two courts of 


4 Inst. 72. * Append. No. III. § 3, ® Tid. §4. 
VOL. Iil. y 
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king’s bench and exchequer to hold plea in causes between 
subject and subject, which by the original constitution of 
Westminster-hall they were not empowered to do. After- 
wards, when the cause is once drawn into the respective 
courts, the method of pursuing it is pretty much the same in 
all of them. 

[ 287 ] Ir the sheriff has found the defendant upon any of the for- 
mer writs, the capzas, latrtat, &c. he was antiently obliged to 
take him into custody, m order to produce him in court upon 
the return, however small and minute the cause of action might 
be. For, not having obeyed the original summons, he had 
shewn a contempt of the court, and was no longer to be trusted 
at large. But when the summons fell into disuse, and the 
capias became in fact the first process, it was thought hard to 
imprison a man for a contempt which was only supposed: and 
therefore in common cases by the gradual indulgence of the 
courts (at length authorized by statute 12 Geo. I. c.29., which 
was amended by 5 Geo. IT. c.27., made perpetual by 21 Geo. IT. 
c.3., and extended to all inferior courts by 19 Geo. III. ¢.70.) 
the sheriff or proper officer can now only personally serve the 
defendant with the copy of the writ or precess, and with notice 
in writing to appear by his attorney in court to defend this 
action; which in effect reduces 1tto a mere summons. And if 
the defendant thinks proper to appear upon this notice, his 
appearance is recorded, and he puts im sureties for his future 
attendance and obedience ; which sureties are called common 
bail, being the same two imaginary persons that were pledges 
for the plaintiff’s prosecution, John Doe and Richard Roe. 
Or, if the defendant does not appear upon the return of the 
writ, or within four (or, in some cases, eight) days after, the 
plaintiff may enter an appearance for him, as if he had really 
appeared ; and may file common bail in the defendant’s name, 
and proceed thereupon as if the defendant had done it himself. 


But if the plaintiff will make affidavit, or assert upon oath, 
that the cause of action amounts to ten pounds or upwards (7), 
then he may arrest the defendant, and make him put in sub- 





(7) By 51G.3 c 124 (continued by 67G.3 c.101.) this sum is increased 
to fifteen pounds, except where the action 1s brought on any bill of ex- 
or promissory note. 
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stantial sureties for his appearance, called specsal bail. In order 
to which, it is required by statute 13 Car. II. st.2. c.2. that the 
true cause of action should be expressed in the body of the 
writ or process: else no security can be taken in a greater sum 
than 402. This statute (without any such intention in the 
makers) had like to have ousted the king’s bench of all it’s ju- 
risdiction over civil injuries without force; (8) for, as the bill 
of Middlesex was framed only for actions of trespass, a defend- 
ant could not be arrested and held to bail thereupon for 
breaches of civil contracts. But to remedy this inc@éhvenience, 
the officers of the king’s bench devised a method of adding 
what is called a clause of ac etzam to the usual complaint of 
trespass: the bill of Middlesex commanding the defendant to 
be brought in to answer the plaintiff of a plea of trespass, and 
also to a bill of debt‘: the complaint of trespass giving cogni- 
zance to the court, and that of debt authorising the arrest. In 
imitation of which, lord chief justice North, a few years after- 
wards, in order to save the suitors of his court the trouble and 
expense of suing out special originals, directed that in the com- 
mon pleas, besides the usual complaint of breaking the plaintiff’s 
close, a clause of ac efxam might be also added to the writ of 
capias, containing the true cause of action; as, “ that the said 
‘‘ Charles the defendant may answer to the plaintiff of a plea 
‘“‘ of trespass in breaking his close: and also, ac etzam, may 
‘“‘ answer him, according to the custom of the court, in a cer- 
‘¢ tain plea of trespass upon the case, upon promises, to the value 
“ of twenty pounds, &c.8” ‘The sum sworn to by the plaintiff 
is marked upon the back of the writ; and the sheriff, or his 
officer the bailiff, 1s then obliged actually to arrest or take into 
custody the body of the defendant, and, having so done, to 
return the writ with a cepz corpus endorsed thereon. 


An arrest must be by corporal seising or touching the de- 
fendant’s body; (9) after which the bailiff may justify breaking 


f Trye’s Jus Filear. 102. Append. ® Lilly Pract. Reg at ac etiane. 
No. III. §3. North's hfe of Lord Guildford, 99. 





(8) Where the sum, for which bail was required, exceeded 401. 

(9) Or something adequate to it, asif a bailiff comes into a room in 
which the defendant 1s, and tells him that he arrests him, and locks the 
door, this is an arrest, for the defendant 4s in the officer’s custody. Cas. 
Temp. Lord Harduncke,301. But bare words will not make an arrest. 
Genner v. Sparkes, 1 Salk.79. Russen v. Lucas,1R. & M. 26 
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open the house in which he is, to take him: otherwise he has 
no such power; but must watch his opportunity to arrest him. 
For every man’s house is looked upon by the law to be his 
castle of defence and asylum, wherein he should suffer no vio- 
lence. Which principle is carried so far in the civil law, that 
for the most part not so much as a common citation or sum- 
mons, much less an arrest, can be executed upon a man within 
[ 289 ] his own walls®. Peers of the realm, members of parliament, 
and corporations, are privileged from arrests; and of course 
from outlfwries'. And against them the process to enforce 
an appearance must be by summons and distress infinite’, in- 
stead of a capias.(10) Also clerks, attorneys, and all other 
persons attending the courts of justice, (for attorneys, being 
officers of the court, are always supposed to be there attending, ) 
are not liable to be arrested by the ordinary process of the 
court, but must be sued by 57/7 (called usually a bell of privilege) 
as being personally present in court *. (11) Clergymen per- 
forming divine service, and not merely staying in the church 
with a fraudulent design, are for the time privileged from ar- 
rests, by stat. 50 Edw. III. c.5. and 1 Rich. II. .15., as likewise 
members of convocation actually attending thereon, by statute 
8 Hen.VI. c.1. Suitors, witnesses, and other persons, neces- 
sarily attending any courts of record upon business, are not to 
be arrested during their actual attendance, which includes 
their necessary coming and returning. And no arrest can be 
made in the king’s presence, nor within the verge of his royal 


A.94.6. ° ' See pag 280. 
1 Whitelock of parl. 206, 207." k Bro Abr t hille. 29. 12 Mod 163. 


(10) The process against peers and corporations must therefore stall be 
by original writ and summons, for not being liable to arrest they cannot m 
the K.B. be supposed to be in the custody of the marshal, and in the 
C.P. it would be useless to issue a capws against them As to members 
of parliament the legislature has interfered, and by 12&15 W 3 c.3. 
and 45G 3. c. 124. enabled plamtiffs to sue them by bills, issuing from the 
respective courts, and upon default of appearance withm a certain time to 
enter appearances for them. 

(11) It might be inferred from the wording of this sentence, that an 
attorney was hable to be arrested by some extraordinary process of the 
court ; but he is privileged from all arrest as a mode of compelling ap- 
pearance, and is also entitled to be sued by bill of privilege. 
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palace ', nor in any place where the king’s justices are actually 
sitting. ‘The king hath moreover a special prerogative, (which 
indeed is very seldom exerted ™,) that he may by his writ of 
protection privilege a defendant from all personal, and many 
real, suits for one year at a time, and no longer; in respect of 
his being engaged in his service out of the realm". And the 

king also by the common law might take his debtor into his 

protection, so that no one might sue or arrest him till the king’s 

debt were paid®: but by the statute 25 Edw. III. st. 5. c.19. 

notwithstanding such protection, another creditor may proceed 

to judgment against him, with a stay of execution, till the kjng’s 

debt be paid; unless such creditor will undertake for the king’s 

debt, and then he shall have execution for both. And, lastly, 

by statute 29 Car. IT. c.7. no arrest can be made, nor process 

served upon a sunday, except for treason, felony, or breach of 
the peace. 


WuEN the defendant is regularly arrested, he must either 
go to, prison, for safe custody: or put in speczal bail to the 
sheriff. (12) For, the intent of the arrest being only to compel 
an appearance in court at the return of the writ, that purpose 
is equally answered, whether the sheriff detains his person, 
or takes sufficient security for his appearance, called Jbazl, 
(from the French word bdazller, to deliver,) because the de- 


' See Vol. 1V. 276. The verge of ‘in her service, that was subject to 


the palace of Westminster extends by 
stat 28 Hen VIII. c 12 from Char- 
ing cross to Westmunster-hall, 

m Sir Edward Coke informs us, 
(1 Inst, 131.) that herein ‘‘he could 
‘‘ say nothing of his own experience ; 
‘¢ for albeit queen Elizabeth maintained 


‘other men’s actions, lest she might 
‘““be thought to delay justice.” But 
king William, in 1692, granted one to 
lord Cutts, to protect him from being 
outlawed by his taylor (3 Lev. 332.) : 
which 1s the last that appears upon our 
books. 


. Finch L. 454. 
° FYN.B. 28. 


3 Lev. 332. 
Co. Litt. 131. 


‘¢ many wars, yet she granted few or no 
‘* protections and her reason was, that 
‘* he was no fit subject to be employed 





(12) Or by 43G.3. c.46 deposit with the sheriff the sum sworn to on 
the back of the writ, together with ten pounds for the costs, and whatever 
fine may have been paid for suing forth the original writ, if the proceeding 
be by original This deposit, which discharges the defendant from the 
arrest, 18 paid by the sheriff into court, and 1s either restored to the de- 
fendant, if he, at the proper time, puts in bail to the actson, (for which see 
next page,) or is paid out to the plamtff, who may then enter an appear- 
ance for him. 
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fendant is bailed, or delivered to his sureties, upon their 
giving security for his appearance: and is supposed to con- 
tinue in their friendly custody instead of going to gaol. ‘The 
method of putting in bail to the sheriff is by entering into a 
bond or obligation, with one or more sureties, (not fictitious 
persons, as in the former case of common bail, but real, sub- 
stantial, responsible bondsmen,) to insure the defendant’s 
appearance at the return of the writ; which obligation is 
called the dazi-bond®. ‘The sheriff, if he pleases, may let the 
defendant go without any sureties; but that is at his own 
peril: for, after once taking him, the sheriff is bound to keep 
him safely, so as to be forthcoming in court ; otherwise an 
action lies against him for an escape. But, on the other hand, 
he is obliged, by statute 23 Hen.VI. c.9. to take (if it be 
tendered) a sufficient bail-bond: and by statute 12Geo.I. 
c.29. the sheriff shall take bail for no other sum than such 
as is sworn to by the plaintiff, and endorsed on the back of 
the writ. (13) 


Uron the return of the writ, or within four days after, the 
defendant must appear according to the exigency of the writ. 
This appearance 1s effected by putting in and justifying bail 
to the acteon; which is commonly called putting m bail above. 
If this be not done, and the bail that were taken by the sheriff 
below are responsible persons, the plaintiff may take an assign- 
ment from the sheriff of the bail-bond (under the statute 4 & 
5 Ann. c.16.), and bring an action thereupon against the 
sheriff’s bail. But if the bail, so accepted by the sheriff, be 
insolvent persons, the plaintiff may proceed against the sheriff 
himself, by calling upon hin, first, to return the writ (if not 
already done), and afterwards to bring in the body of the de- 
fendant. And, if the shenff does not then cause sufficient 
bail to be put in and perfected above, he will himself be re- 
sponsible to the plaintiff. (14) 


P Append No.IIT § 5. 





(13) The practice, however, 1s to take bail in double the sum, and the 
bail are held to be hable to the full extent of that penalty, if the real debt 
and costs amount toso much. Tidd’s Pract.246 7th edit. 

(14) The defendant may surrender himself to the sheriff in discharge of 
bis bail before or on the return day of the writ, if the sheriff choose to accept 


that 
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Tue bail above, or bail to the action, must be put in either 
in open court, or before one of the judges thereof; or else in 
the country, before a commissioner appointed for that pur- 
pose by virtue of the statute 4W.& M. c.4. [in] which [case the 
recognizance] must be transmitted to the court. (15) These 
bail, who must at least be two in number, must enter into 
a recognizance ? in court, or before the judge or commissioner, 
in a sum equal (or in some cases double) to that which the 
plaintiff hath sworn to; whereby they do jointly and severally 
undertake, that if the defendant be condemned im the action 
he shall pay the costs and condemnation, or render himself a 
prisoner, or that they will pay it for him: which recognizance 
is transmitted to the court in a slip of parchment entitled a 
bail-prece'. And, if excepted to, the bail must be perfected, 
that 1s, they must justz/y themselves in court, or before the 
commissioner in the country, by swearing themselves house- 
keepers, and each of them to be worth the full sum for which 
they are bail, after payment of all their debts. This answers 
in some measure to the stzpulatio or satisdatzo of the Roman 
laws *, which is mutually given by each litigant party to the 
other: by the plaintiff, that he will prosecute his suit, and 
pay the costs if he loses his cause; in like manner as our law 
still requires nominal pledges of prosecution from the plaintiff: 
by the defendant, that he shall continue in court, and abide 
the sentence of the judge, much like our special bail; but 
with this difference, that the fide-jussores were there absolutely 
bound judzcatum solvere, to see the costs and condemnation 
paid at all events: whereas our special bail may be discharged, 
by surrendering the defendant into custody, within the time 
allowed by law; for which purpose they are at all times en- 
titled to a warrant to apprehend him‘. 


9 Append, No.III] §5 S Instill 4 tll. FRL2.t 8 
¥ Tied. t Show. 202 6 Mod. 231. 


that asa fulfilment of the bail bond, and accordingly deliver it up to be 
cancelled But he cannot be compelled so to do, because he has a right to 
be discharged from all the msque of the intervening custody _ If, however, 
he accepts the defendant’s body and produces it, the plaintiff cen then 
maintain no action against him. Tidd’s Pract. 248. 7th edit. 

(15) Inthe K.B bail are now putin before one of the judges, sitting in a 
court commonly called the bail court, by virtue of the 57 G.3. c.11. 
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Spxciaw: bail is required (as of course) only upon actions 
of debt, or actions on the case in trover (16) or for money due, 
where the plaintiff,can swear that the cause of action amounts 
to ten pounds (17): but in actions where the damages are 
precarious, being to be assessed ad lib:tum by a jury, as in 
actions for words, ejectment, or trespass, it is very seldom 
possible for a plaintiff to swear to the amount of his cause of 
action ; and therefore no special bail is taken thereon, unless 
by a judge’s order, or the particular directions of the court, 
in some peculiar species of injuries, as in cases of mayhem or 
atrocious battery ; or upon such special circumstances as make 
it absolutely necessary, that the defendant should be kept 
within the reach of justice. Also in actions against heirs, 
executors, and administrators, for debts of the deceased, spe- 
cial bail is not demandable; for the action is not so properly 
against them in person, as against the effects of the deceased 
in their possession. But special bail is required even of them, 
in actions for a devastavit, or wasting the goods of the de- 
ceased ; that wrong being of their own committing. 


Ixus much for process; which is only meant to bring 
the defendant into court, in order to contest the suit, and 
abide the determination of the law. When he appears either 
in person as a prisoner, or out upon bail, then follow the 
pleadings between the parties, which we shall consider at large 
in the next chapter. (18) 


(16) By a late rule in all the courts, (48 G.3. A D. 1808) no person can 
be holden to special bail in any action of trover or detinue, unless by an 
order of one of the judges Tidd’s Pract. 193. 7th edit. 

(17) Now fifteen. See ante, p. 287. n, (7). 

(18) Mr. Tidd, to whom I have been so much indebted, observes, “ that 
it is curious to remark the changes which the law of arrest has undergone 
at different periods. Anciently, as no capias lay, an arrest was not allowed, 
except in actions of trespass 2 ef arms; afterwards an arrest was intro- 
duced with the capias in other actions; and now an arrest cannot be had 
in the only action wherein it was formerly allowed.” Tidd’s Pract. 187. 
7th edit. 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTIETH. 


or PLEADING 


LEADINGS are the mutual altercations between the 
plaintiff and defendant; which at present are set down 
and delivered into the proper office in writing, though for- 
merly they were usually put in by their counsel ore tenus, or 
viva voce, in court, and then minuted down by the chief clerks, 
or prothonotaries; whence in our old law French the plead- 
ings are frequently denominated the parol. 


Tue first of these is the declaration, narratio, or count, 
antiently called the ¢ale* ; in which the plaintiff sets forth his 
cause of complaint at length: being indeed only an amplifi- 
cation or exposition of the original writ upon which his action 
is founded, with the additional circumstances of time and 
place, when and where the injury was committed. But we 
may remember °, that in the king’s bench, when the defendant 
is brought into court by bill of Middlesex, upon a supposed 
trespass, in order to give the court a jurisdiction, the plaintiff 
may declare in whatever action, or charge him with whatever 
injury he thinks proper; unless he has held him to bail by a spe- 
cial ac etiam, which the plaintiff is then bound to pursue. And 
so also, in order to have the benefit of a capias to secure the 
defendant’s person, it was the antient practice, and is there- 
fore still warrantable in the common pleas, to sue out a writ 
of trespass guare clausum fregit, for breaking the plaintiff’s 
close: and when the defendant is once brought in upon this 
writ, the plaintiff declares in whatever action the nature of 
his true injury may require; as in an action of covenant, or 


* Append. No.1I.§2. No.ill. § 6. b See pag. 285. 288. 
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on the case for breach of contract, or other less forcible trans- 
gression‘®: unless, by holding the defendant to bail on a spe- 
cial ac etxam, he has bound himself to declare accordingly. 


In local actions, where possession of land is to be recovered, 
or damages for an actual trespass, or for waste, &c. affecting 
land, the plaintiff must lay his declaration or declare his in- 
jury to have happened in the very county and place that it 
really did happen [in]; but in ¢ransztory actions, for injuries 
that might have happened any where, as debt, detinue, slander, 
and the like, the plaintiff may declare in what county he 
pleases, and then the trial must be had in that county in 
which the declaration is laid.(1) Though if the defendant 
will make affidavit that the cause of action, if-any, arose not 
in that but in another county, the court will direct a change 
of the venue or visne, (that 1s, the vecznza or neighbourhood in 
which the injury is declared to be done,) and will oblige the 
plaintiff to declare in the other county; unless he will under- 
take to give material evidence in the first. For the statutes 
6 Rich. IT. c.2. and 4 Hen.IV. ¢.18. having ordered all writs 
to be laid in their proper counties, this, as the judges con- 
ceived, empowered them to change the venue, 1f required, and 
not to insist rigidly on abating the writ: which practice began 
in the reign of James the first. And this power is discre- 
tionally exercised, so as to prevent and not to cause a defect 
of justice. Therefore the court will not change the venue to 
any of the four northern counties, previous to the spring cir- 
cuit; because there the assises are holden only once a year, 


* 2 Ventr. 259. Fiiz 231. Styl. Pract. Reg. (edu. 
d Rastal. ¢. Dette. 184.6 Fux. Abr 1657.) 331. 
t. Briefe. 18. Salk. 670. Trye’s Jus 


(1) The prinaples upon which the necessity for a venue and the dis- 
tinctions between local and transitory actions turn, may be stated shortly 
thus: — In a local action, as defined in the text, the proceeding 1s in some 
measure wm rem, and the plaintiff cannot have the benefit of his judgment, 
unless he has laid his action in the mght county; for how can the sheriff of 
York interfere to deliver up to him land in thecounty of Devon? In tran- 
sitory actions, though they may be supposed to have happened in one 
county as well as in another, still they must be Jaid in some county; for writs 
and all processes are directed to the sheriff, and he is but a county officer. 
See Lord Mansfield’s judgment in Mostyn v. Fabrigas, Cowp 161. 
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at the time of the summer circuit.(2) And it will sometimes 
remove the venue from the proper jurisdiction, (especially of 
a narrow and limited kind,) upon a suggestion duly supported, 
that a fair and impartial trial cannot be had therein ¢. 


Ir is generally usual in actions upon the case to set forth [ 295 ] 
several cases by different counts in the same declaration; so 
that if the plaintiff fails in the proof of one, he may succeed 
in another. As, in an action on the case upon an assumpsit 
for goods sold and delivered, the plaintiff usually counts or 
declares, first, upon a settled and agreed price between him 
and the defendant; as that they bargained for twenty pounds : 
and lest he should fail in the proof of this, he counts likewise 
upon a quantum valebant, that the defendant bought other 
goods, and agreed to pay him so much as they were reasonably 
worth; and then avers that they were worth other twenty 
pounds; and so on in three or four different shapes; and at 
last concludes with declaring, that the defendant had refused 
to fulfil any of these agreements, whereby he is endamaged 
to such a value. And if he proves the case laid in any one 
of his counts, though he fails in the rest, he shall recover pro- 
portionable damages. This declaration always concludes with 
these words, “ and thereupon he brings suzt,” &c. “ inde pro- 
“© ducit sectam,” &c. By which words, swt or secta (a se- 
quendo), were antiently understood the witnesses or followers 
of the plaintiff‘. For in former times the law would not put 
the defendant to the trouble of answering the charge, till the 
plaintiff had made out at least a probable case®. But the 
actual production of the swt, the secta, or followers, is now 
antiquated ; and hath been totally disused, at least ever since 
the reign of Edward the third, though the form of it still con- 
tinues. 


At the end of the declaration are added also the plaintiff’s 
common pledges of prosecution, John Doe and Richard Roe, 


¢ Stra.874. — Mylock v. Saladine * Seld. on Fortesc. c. 21. 


Trin. 4Geo TI. B.R. 3 Burr 1564. * Bract 400. Filet. 1.2. c. 63. 
1 Bl. Rep. 480. 


(2) But see ante, p. 58, p.(17}. 
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which, as we before observed ", are now mere names of form ; 
though formerly they were of use to answer to the king for 
the amercement of the plaintiff, in case he were nonsuited, 
barred of his action, or had a verdict or judgment against 
him', For, if the plaintiff neglects to deliver a declaration 
for two terms after the defendant appears, or is guilty of other 
delays or defaults against the rules of law in any subsequent 
stage of the action, he is adjudged not to follow or pursue his 
remedy as he ought to do, and thereupon a nonsuzt, or non 
prosequitur, is entered ; and he is said to be nonpros’d. And 
for thus deserting his complaint, after making a false claim or 
complaint, (pro falso clamore suo,) he shall not only pay costs 
to the defendant, but is liable to be amerced to the king. A 
retraxit differs from a nonsuit, in that the one is negative, and 
the other positive: the nonsuit is a mere default and neglect 
of the plaintiff, and therefore he is allowed to begin his suit 
again, upon payment of costs; but a ret: azit 1s an open and 
voluntary renunciation of his suit, in court, and by this he for 
ever loses his action. <A dzscontenuance is somewhat similar 
to a nonsuit; for when a plaintiff leaves a chasm in the pro- 
ceedings of his cause, as by not contmumg the process regu- 
larly from day to day, and time to time, as he ought to do, 
the suit is discontinued, and the defendant is no longer bound 
to attend ; but the plaintiff must begin again, by suing out a 
new original, usually paying costs to his antagonist. An- 
tiently, by the demise of the king, all suits depending in his 
courts were at once discontinued, and the plaintiff was obliged 
to renew the process, by suing out a fresh writ from the suc- 
cessor; the virtue of the former writ being totally gone, and 
the defendant no longer bound to attend in consequence 
thereof; but, to prevent the expense as well as delay attend- 
ing this rule of law, the statute 1 Edw.VI. c.7. enacts, that 
by the death of the king no action shall be discontinued ; but 
all proceedings shall stand good as if the same king had been 


living. 


WHEN the plaintiff hath stated his case in the declaration, 
it is incumbent on the defendant within a reasonable time to 
make his defence and to put in a plea, else the plaintiff will 


n See pag 274, i g Bulstr. 275. 4 Inst, 180. 
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at once recover judgment by default, or nthil dictt of the de- 
fendant. 


DeFENcE, in it’s true legal sense, signifies not a justifica- 
tion, protection, or guard, which 1s now it’s popular significa- 
tion; but merely an opposing or denial (from the French verb 
defender) of the truth or validity of the complaint. It is the 
contestatio litts of the civilians: a general assertion that the 
plaintiff hath no ground of action, which assertion is after- 
wards extended and maintained in his plea. For it would be [ 297 ] 
ridiculous to suppose that the defendant comes and defends 
(or, in the vulgar acceptation, justifies) the force and injury, 
in one line, and pleads that he is not guilty of the trespass 
complained of, in the next. And therefore in actions of 
dower, where the demandant doth not count of any injury 
done, but merely demands her endowment *, and in assises of 
land, where also there is no injury alleged, but merely a ques- 
tion of right stated for the determination of the recognitors or 
jury, the tenant makes no defence '. In writs of entry ™, where 
no injury is stated in the count, but merely the right of the 
demandant and the defective title of the tenant, the tenant 
comes and defends or denies /zs right, jus*suum ; that is, (as 
I understand it, though with a small grammatical inaccuracy, ) 
the right of the demandant, the only one expressly mentioned 
in the pleadings, or else denies his own right to be such, as ts 
suggested by the count of the demandant. And in writs of 
right " the tenant always comes and defends the right of the 
demandant and his seisin, yus praedzctz: S. et sersinam tpsius °, 
(or else the seisin of his ancestor, upon which he counts, as 
the case may be,) and the demandant may reply, that the 
tenant unjustly defends his, the demandant’s right, and the 
seisin on which he counts’. All which is extremely clear, if 
we understand by defence an opposition or denial, but is other- 
wise inexplicably difficult 4. 


THE courts were formerly very nice and curious with re- 
spect to the nature of the defence, so that if no defence was 


® Rastal. Ent. 234 P Nov. Nar. 230. edit.1534. 

1 Booth of real actions, 118, 4 The true reason of this, says Booth, 
™ Vol. II. Append. No. V. § 2. (on real actions, 94.112.) I could never 
" Append. No. T. § 5, yet find; so little did he understand of 


® Co, Entr, 182, principles ! 


PRIVATE Boox IIf. 


made, though a sufficient plea was pleaded, the plaintiff should 
recover judgment’: and therefore the book entitled novae 
narrationes or the new talys*, at the end of almost every count, 
narratto, or tale, subjoins such defence as 1s proper for the 
defendant to make. For a general defence or denial was not 
prudent in every situation, since thereby the propriety of the 
writ, the competency of the plaintiff, and the cognizance of 
the court, were allowed. By defending the force and injury, 

[ 298 ] the defendant waved all pleas of misnomer‘; by defending 
the damages, all exceptions to the person of the plaintiff; 
and by defending either one or the other when and where 
it should behove him, he acknowledged the jurisdiction of the 
court". But of late years these niceties have been very de- 
servedly discountenanced : though they still seem to be law, 
if insisted on *. 


Berore defence made, if at all, cognzzance of the suit must 
be clazmed or demanded; when any person or body corporate 
hath the franchise, not only of holding pleas within a particu- 
lar limited jurisdiction, but also of the cognizance of pleas: 
and that, either wthout any words exclusive of other courts, 
which entitles thé lord of the franchise, whenever any suit 
that belongs to his jurisdiction is commenced in the courts at 
Westminster, to demand the cognizance thereof: or with such 
exclusive words, which also entitles the defendant to plead 
to the jurisdiction of the court’. Upon this claim of cogni- 
zance, if allowed, all proceedings shall cease in the superior 
court, and the plaintiff 1s left at liberty to pursue his remedy 
in the special jurisdiction. As, when a scholar, or other pri- 
vileged person of the universities of Oxford or Cambridge, 
is impleaded in the courts at Westminster, for any cause of 
action whatsoever, unless upon a question of freehold’. In 
these cases, by the charters of those learned bodies, confirmed 

" Co. Litt. 127. ; respondu , et per tant guil defende ou et 

* Edu. 1534. quant u devera, wu accepte la por de 

© Theloal. dig. 114. c.1. pag.357. court de conustre ow treer lour ple. 

" En la defence sont yy choses enten- (Mod. tenend. cur. 408. edit. 1534.) 
dantz, per tant quil defende tort et force, See also Co? Litt 127 
home doyt entendre quil se excuse de tort © Salk. 217 Lord Raym.282. 

@ luy surmys per counte, et fart se parte * Carth.230. Lord Raym. 217. 


al ple, et per tant quil defende.les Y 2 Lord Raym.836 10 Mod 126. 
damages, u affirm le partie able destre 7 See pag. 83. 
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by act of parliament, the chancellor or vice-chancellor may 
put in a claim of cognizance; which, if made in due time and 
form, and with due proof of the facts alleged, is regularly 
allowed by the courts*. It must be demanded before full 
defence is made” or imparlance prayed; for these are a sub- 
mission to the jurisdiction of the superior court, and the delay 
is a laches in the lord of the franchise: and it will not be 
allowed, if it occasions a failure of justice ‘, or if an action be [ 299 J 
brought against the person himself, who claims the franchise, 

unless he hath also a power in such case of making another 

judge °. 


ae 


e 


AFTER defence made, the defendant must put in his plea. 
But, before he defends, if the suit is commenced by capzas or 
latitat, without any special origznal, he 1s entitled to demand 
one zmparlance*, or licentza loquend:, and may, before he 
pleads, have more granted by consent of the court; to see 
if he can end the matter amicably without farther suit, by 
talking with the plaintiff: a practice which 1s‘ supposed to 
have arisen from a principle of religion, in obedience to that 
precept in the gospel, “ agree with thie adversary quickly, 
‘¢ whilst thou art zm the way with him®.” And it may be ob- 
served that this gospel precept has a plain reference to the 
Roman law of the twelve tables, which expressly directed the 
plaintiff and defendant to make up the matter, while they 
were 2m the way, or going to the praetor, —7zn wa, rem ut 
pacunt orato.(3) There are also many other previous steps 


® Hardr. 505. et avowt fax un grand offence, et le car- 


b Rast Entr.128, &c 

© 2 Ventr. 363. 

¢ Hob.87. Year-book, M. 8 Hen. VI. 
20 In this latter case the chancellor of 
Oxford claimed cognizance of an action 
of trespass brought against himself, 
which was disallowed, because he should 
not be judge in his own cause. The 
argument used by Serjeant Rolfe, on 
behalf of the cognizance, 1s curious and 
worth transcnbing.— Jeo vous derar un 
fable En ascun temps fut un pape, 


dinals ondrent a luy et disoyent a luy 
“ peccastt *"” et ul dit, “jyudtca me ” et 
us disayent, non possumus, quia caput es 
“‘ecclescae yudica terpsum ” et l’apostol 
du, “judwo me cremari,” et frutt 
combustus, et apres furt un sainct. Et 
tn ceo cas tl fut son yuge demene, et 
want n'est pas inconvenient que un home 
sou fuge demene. 

© Append. No. III. § 6 

f Gilb, Hist. Com. Pl. 35, 
& Matt. v 25. 


Ld 





(3) Imparlances, or time to plead, do not naw depend upon the form of 


process which the plaintiff has adopted, but upon the time when that pro- 
cess was returnable, the time when the declaration was actually delivered, 
and 
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which thay be taken by a defendant before he puts in his plea. 
e may, in real actions, demand a view of the thing in ques- 

» tion, in order to ascertain it’s identity and other circumstances. 
He may crave oyer" of the writ, or of the bond, or other spe- 
cialty upon which the action is brought: that is, to Aear it 
read to him; the generality of defendants in the times of an- 
tient simplicity being supposed incapable to read it themselves; 
whereupon the whole 1s entered verbatzm upon the record, 
and the defendant may take advantage of any condition or 
other part of it, not stated in the plaintiff’s declaration. (4) 
[ 300 } In real actions also the tenant may pray in azd, or call for 
assistance of another, to help him to plead, because of the 
feebleness or imbecility of his own estate. Thus a tenant for 

life may pray in aid of him that hath the inheritance in re- 
mainder or reversion; and an incumbent may pray in aid of 

the patron and ordinary: that is, that they shall be joined in 

the action and help to defend the title. Voucher also is the 

calling in of some person to answer the action, that hath war- 


i 


W Append. No. III. § 6. 


and the distance of the defendant’s residence from London. The subject, 
as is unfortunately too much the case with many parts of the practice of the 
courts, 1s full of minute distinctions; but as a general rule it may be laid down, 
that where the bail 1s filed, and perfected 1f special, or a common appear- 
ance entered for the defendant under the statute, and the declaration filed 
or delivered, with notice thereof, four days exclusive before the end of the 
term in which the writ was returnable, the defendant,1f he live within twenty 
miles of London, and the venue be laid in London or Middlesex, must plead 
within four days; 1f otherwise, within eight days exclusive. But as this 
rule might impose, in some cases, a great hardship on the defendant, the 
judges of the respective courts at their chambers exercise an equitable yuris- 
diction of gtanting further time upon the application of the defendant, 
according to the exigency ofeach case. And as this is a favour done to the 
defendant, it enables the judge to impose such conditions on him in return, 
as may remove technical obstructions, and advance the ends of justice at 
the trial. When the defendant craves oyer, changes the venue, requires a bill 
of the particulars of the plaintiff’s demand, or any thing of that sort occurs, 
he has the same time to plead allowed him after a compliance with the re- 
quisition as he had before. Tidd’s Pract. 476. 7th edit. 

(4) The plaintiff is equally entitled to ayer 1f the defendant should 
state any deed in the course of his pleading: the party demanding, if he 
pleases, may have a copy, paying for it at a fixed rate, and the party of 
whom it is demanded is bound to carry it to the other. The courts will 
not now grant oyer of the writ on which the action is brought, 
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ranted the title to the tenant or defendant. This we still. 
make use of in the form of common recoveries', which are 
grounded on a writ of entry; a species of action that,we may 
remember relies chiefly on the weakness of the tenant’s title, 
whe therefore vouches another person to warrant it. if the 
vouchee appears, he is made defendant instead of the vouchor: 
but, if he afterwards makes default, recovery shall be had 
against the original defendant; and he shall recover over an 
equivalent in value against the deficient vouchee. In assises, 
indeed, where the principal question 1s, whether the demand- 
ant or his ancestors were or were not in possession till the 
ouster happened, and the title of the tenant is little (af at all) 
discussed, there no voucher is allowed; but the tenant may 
bring a writ of warrantza chartae against the warrantor, to 
compel him to assist him with a good plea or defence, or else 
to render damages and the value of the land, if recovered 
against the tenant *. In many real actions also', brought by 
or against an infant under the age of twenty-one years, and 
also in actions of debt brought agaitist him, as heir to any 
deceased ancestor, either party may suggest the nonage of 
the infant, and pray that the proceedings may be deferred till 
his full age; or (in our legal phrase) that the infant may have 
his age, and that the parol may demur, that is, that the plead- 
‘ings may be staid; and then they shall not proceed till his 
full age, unless it be apparent that he cannot be prejudiced 
thereby ™. But, by the statutes of Westm.1. 3 Edw.I. c.46,, 
and of Glocester, 6 Edw.I. c.2. in writs of entry sur dissezszn 
in some particular cases, and in actions auncestrel brought by 
an infant, the parol shall not demur: otherwise he might be 
deforced of his whole property, and even want a maintenance 
till he came of age. So likewise in a writ of dower the heir 
shall not have his age; for it is necessary that the widow’s 
claim be immediately determined, else she may want a pre- 
sent subsistence". Nor shall an infant patron have it in a 
quare wmpedit°, since the law holds it necessary and expedient 
that the church be immediately filled. (5) 


: a 


1 Vol II. Append. No.V § 2 ™ Finch. L.360. 
* F.N.B.135. " 1 Roll Abr.137. 
‘ 4 Dyer. 137. - © Tod 188. 


Ht 
(5) Before plea also it is usual fot the defendant, in cases in which the 
declaration does not disclose the specific items of the plaintiff's demand, as 


WOT TTY 
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Wauen these proceedings are over, the defendant must 
then put in his excuse or plea. Pleas are of two sorts; di- 
latory pleas and pleas to the action. Dilatory pleas ate such 
as tend merely to delay or put off the suit, by questioning 
the propriety of the remedy, rather than by denying the in- 
jury: pleas to the action are such as dispute the very cause 
of suit. The former cannot be pleaded after a general im- 
parlance, which is an acknowledgment of the propriety of the 
action. For imparlances are either general, of which we have 
befere spoken, and which are granted of course; or special, 
with a saving of all exceptions to the writ or count, which 
may be granted by the prothonotary; or they may be still 
more special, with a saving of all exceptions whatsoever which 
are granted at the discretion of the court ?. 


1, Divatory pleas are, 1. To the yurisdiction of the court: 
alleging, that it ought not to hold plea of this injury, it arising 
in Wales or beyond sea; or because the land in question is 
of antient demesne, and ought only to be demanded in the 
lord’s court, &c. 2. To the disabilety of the plaintiff, by rea- 
son whereof he is incapable to commence or continue the suit; 
as, that he is an alien enemy, outlawed, excommunicated, at- 
tainted of treason or felony, under a praemunire, not in rerum 
natura (being only a fictitious person), an infant, a feme 
covert (6), or a monk professed. 3. In abatement, which abate- 

{ 302 ] ment is either of the writ or the count, for some defect in one 


° 12 Mod. 529. 


in an action for goqds sold and delivered generally, to call for a bill of 
particulars. This is done by application to a judge at chambers; and if 
the order 1s made, the plaintiff is bound to deliver in writing such an ac- 
count of the items as shall give the defendant reasonable information of 
what he is to come prepared to answer : technical accuracy of description 
‘is not necessary, but the plaintiff cannot at the trial give evidence of any 
item of demand not included in the bill. The same benefit which the de- 
fendant has where the declaration is general, the plaintiff is entitled to 
where the defendant’s notice or plea of set-off by its generality makes a bill 
of particulars necessary. 

(6) The student must not understand the author to imply that either 
infants or married women are absolutely disabled from bringing an action ; 
the former cannot do it in person or by attorney, nor the married woman 
without her husband; the plea bere supposed applies only when such 
persons mie irregularly. 
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of them ;' as by misnaming the defendant, which is called a 
misnosmer ; giving him a wrong addition, as esquire instéad of 
knight (7); or other want of form in any material respect. 
Or, it may be, that the plaintiff is dead: for the death of either 
party is at once an abatement of the suit. (8) And in actions 
merely personal arising ex delicto, for wrongs actually done 
or committed by the defendant, as trespass, battery, and 
slander, the rule is that actio personal:s moritur cum persona ; 
and it never shall be revived either by or against the execu- 
tors or other representatives. For neither the executors of 
the plaintiff have received, nor those of the defendant have 
committed, in their own personal capacity, any manner of 
wrong or injury.(9) But in actions arising ez contractu, by 


@ 4 Inst.315 


(7) In the year-book, 14E.4. p. 7. pl.12, is a case in which Starkey 
asked this question 1n the Exchequer Chamber before the Judges, “ If 
action be brought against a woman, who 1s neither maid, widow, nor wife, 
what addition shall she have :~— some ¢aid that she shali be called single 
woman, and some that she shall be called servant, and others said that 
servant at the common law was not an addition.” I cite this case to shew 
what importance was formerly attached to this form, when such a question 
upon it could be gravely stated to the Judges, and argued by them; but 
now as a plea of this kind would be bad without oyer of the writ, which 
oyer the court, as stated above, will not grant, it seems that the plea 1s 
no longer pleadable. See Vol. IV. p. 334. 

(8) By the st.8 & 9 W.3. c.11.1f there be two or more plaintiffs or de- 
fendants, and one or more of them die, if the cause of action survive 
to the surviving plamtiff or plaintiffs, or against the surviving defendant 
or defendants, the writ or action shall not be thereby abated, but such 
death being suggested on the record, the action shall proceed at the suit 
of the surviving plaintiff or plaintiffs against the surviving defendant or 
defendants. 

(9) The reason here assigned 1s a singular one}; for 1f the executors have 
received or committed an injury “in their own personal capacity,” an 
action will he for or against them, not as executors, but in their own 
right. The true ground of the rule is that they represent not so much the 
persons as the personal estate of their testators; and this leads to a quali- 
fication with which the rule should be stated; that the action which dies 
with the person must be for a wrong, which neither by implication of law 
nor averment on the record appears to operate to the injury, of the per- 
sonal estate. Accordingly, in the case of Chamberiam v. Williamson, 2 M 
& S.408., where an action was brought by an administrator for a breach 
of promise of marriage with the intestate, a female, the judgment was ar- 
rested, because loss of marriage in itself by no means implied an injury 
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breach of promise and the like, where the right descends’ to 
the representatives of the plaintiff, and those of the defendant 
have assets to answer the demand, though the suits shall abate 
by the death of the parties, yet they may be revived against 
or by the executors’: being indeed rather actions against the 
property than the person, in which the executors have now 
the same interest that their testator had before. 


Tse pleas to the jurisdiction, to the disability, or in 
abatement, were formerly very often used as mere dilatory 
pleas, without any foundation of truth, and calculated only 
for delay; but now by statute 4&5 Ann. c.16. no dilatory 
plea is to be admitted, without affidavit made of the truth 
thereof, or some probable matter shewn to the court to in- 
duce them to believe it true.(10) And with respect to the 
pleas themselves, it is a rule, that no exception shall be ad- 
mitted against a declaration or writ, unless the defendant will 
in the same plea give the plaintiff a better’; that is, shew 
him how it might be amended, that there may not be two ob- 
jections uponthe same account. Neither, by statute 8 &9 W. ITT. 
c.31. shall any pleas in abatement be admitted in any suit for 
partition of lands ; nor shall the same be abated by reason 
of the death of any tenant. 


ALL pleas to the jurisdiction conclude to the cognizance of 
the court: praying “ judgment, whether the court will have 
s¢ further cognizance of the suit :” pleas to the disability con- 
clude to the person; by praying “ judgment, if the said A 
“ the plamntiff ought to be answered :” and pleas in abatement 
(when the suit 1s by original) conclude to the writ or declar- 


' March. 14. * Brownl 139, 


to the personal estate of a female, which the administrator represented, (on 
the contrary, marriage was ordinarily an extinction of it,) and if any injury 
to that estate had in fact arisen by the defendant’s conduct, none was 
stated on the record. . 

(10) In the same spirit the courts have determined that they must be 
pleaded within four days inclusive after the delivery of the declaration ; 
unless that took place so late in the term that the defendant is not bound 
to plead till the following term; neither will the courts allow them to be 
antended. 
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ation; by praying “* judgment of the writ, or declaration, 
‘‘ and that the same may be quashed,” casse¢ur, made void, 
or abated; but, if the action be by bill, the plea must pray 
‘* judgment of the bill,” and not of the declaration; the bill 
bemg here the original, and the declaration only a copy of 
the bill. 


WHEN these dilatory pleas are allowed, the cause is either 
dismissed from that jurisdiction ; or the plaintiff is stayed till 
his disability be removed; or he is obliged to sue out a new 
writ, by leave obtained from the court’: or to amend and 
new-frame his declaration. But when on the other hand they 
are over-ruled as frivolous, the defendant has judgment of 
respondeat ouster, or to answer over in some better manner. 
It is then incumbent on him to plead 


& 
2. A PLEA éo the action, that is, to answer to the merits of 
the complaint. This is done by confessing or denying it. 


A conression of the whole complaint is not very usual, 
for then the defendant would probably end the matter sooner ; 
or not plead at all, but suffer judgment to go by default. 
Yet sometimes, after tender and refusal of a debt, if the cre- 
‘ditor harasses his debtor with an action, it then becomes ne- 
cessary for the defendant to acknowledge the debt, and plead 
the tender; adding, that he has always been ready, tout temps 
prist, and still 1s ready, uncore priest, to discharge it: for a 
tender by the debtor and refusal by the creditor will in all 
cases discharge the costs‘, but not the debt itself; though 
in some particular cases the creditor will totally lose, his 


money ". (11) But frequently the defendant confesses one 
' Co Entr 271. v Litt. § 338. Co. Litt. 209. 
Y 1 Vent. 21. 


(11) That 1s to say, if the only right which A has to the money, arise 
from the offer which B makes to him of it, and he once refuse to accept 
that offer; he thereby loses all mght, and of course can bring no action. 
The case put by Lord Coke 1s, “if A without any loane, debt, or dutee pre- 
ceding infeoffe B of land, upon condition for the payment of a hundred 
pounds to B sm nature of a gratuite or gift, in that case if he (A) tender 
the hundred pound to him (B) according to the condition, and he refuseth 
it, B hath no remedie therefore.” Here B had prunuarily no title to the 
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part of the complaint, (by a cognovit actionem in respect 


thereof,) and traverses or denies the rest: in order to avoid 
the expense of carrying that part to a formal trial, which he 
has no ground to litigate. A species of this sort of confession 
is the payment of moncy into court™: which is for the most 
part necessary upon pleading a tender, and is itself a kind of 
tender to the plaintiff; by paying into the hands of the proper 
officer of the court as much as the defendant acknowledges to 
be due, together with the costs hitherto incurred, in order to 
prevent the expense of any farther proceedings. This may 
be done upon what is called a motion; which is an occasional 
application to the court by the parties or their counsel, in 
order to obtain some rule or order of court, which becomes 
necessary in the progress of a cause; and it is usually ground- 
ed upon an affidavit, (the perfect tense of the verb affdo,) 
being a voluntary oath before some judge or officer of the 
court, to evince the truth of certain facts, upon which the 
motion is grounded: though no such affidavit is necessary for 
payment of money into court. If, after the money paid in, 
the plaintiff proceeds in his suit, it is at his own peril: for, if 
he does not prove more due than is so paid into court, he 
shall be nonsuited and pay the defendant costs; but he shall 
still have the money so paid m, for that the defendant has 


w Styl. Pract. Reg. (edit. 1657.) 201. 2 Keb. 555. Salk. 596. 


land or the money; if he does not accept it, therefore, when offered, no 
debt 1s due to him, but A by the offer has discharged his land from that 
burthen which he had voluntanly imposed on it. But supposing the 
land to have been mortgaged by A to B for money lent, which A is to 
repay on a certain day, there if the money is duly tendered on the day, 
and refused, A shall have his land again, because he has performed the 
condition, but still B may bring an action for his money. 

The plea of tender must always, except in the case above supposed, 
be accompanied by a bringing of the sum tendered into court, or the plea 
is a mere nullity; and though the plaintiff denies that the tender was 
made before he commenced the action, or disputes the sufficiency of the 
sum tendered, and therefore goes on with the action, still he 18 entitled to 
take that sum out of court at once, which the defendant by the tender 
has admitted to be his due; if, however, he neglects to do so, and a ver- 
dict on either point should pass for the defendant, the court will then lay 
hold of the money as a security for the defendant’s costs. Le Grew v.° 
Cooke, 1B. & P. 332.5 See also Birks v. Trippet, 1 Saund. R.83 a. 
motes 2d, e, fg, h, 4. edit. 1824. 
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acknowledged to be his due. (t2) In the French law the 
rule of practice is grounded upon principles somewhat similar 
to this ; for there, if a person be sued for more than he owes, 
yet he loses his cause if he doth not tender so much as he 
really does owe*. To this head may also be referred the 
practice of what is called a set-off: whereby the defendant ac- 
knowledges the justice of the plaintiff’s demand on the one 
hand; but on the other sets up a demand of his own, to coun- 
terbalance that of the plaintiff, either in the whole or in part : 
as, if the plaintiff sues for ten pounds due on a note of hand, 
the defendant may set off nine pounds due to himself for 
merchandize sold to the plaintiff, and in case he pleads such 
set-off, must pay the remaining balance into court. (13) This 
«#uswers very nearly to the compensatio, or stoppage, of the 
civil law Y, and depends on the statutes 2Geo.IL, c.22. and 
8 Geo. II. c.24. which enact, that where there are mutual 
debts between the plaintiff and defendant, one debt may be 
set against the other, and either pleaded in bar or given in 
evidence upon the general issue at the trial; which shall 


x Sp. L. b. 6. c. 4. Y Ff. 16. 2. 1. 





(12) Money cannot be brought into court, nor a tender pleaded in all 
actions in which ultimately money is to be recovered Where the plaintiff 
is suing for general damages, either for the non-performance of a contract, 
or for some trespass, men may so reasonably differ in their estimate of the 
injury sustained, that 1¢ would be unfair to compel a plaintiffeither to accept 
the sum at which thé defendant rates the damages, or expose himself to the 
costs of the action by going on, if the jury should chance to think the sum 
brought in or tendered sufficient. This, therefore, is only allowed by 
statute in certain cases where actions are brought against magistrates, and 
other functionaries, to whom it is thought mght to afford a special pro- 
tection. Again, where the plaintiff sues only for a specific sum, and has 
no right to any thing if not to the whole, as in suing for a penalty, it 
would be absurd to allow the defendant to pay a part only into court; if, 
indeed, the plaintiff sues for several penalties, the defendant may bring as 
many into court as he thinks he has incurred. See Tidd’s Prac. 640. 

(13) Compensation is known in the present French law ; it is regulated 
much upon the same principles as set-off, as to the cases in which it applies, 
but it operates in a different manner; it is considered as a mode by which 
a debt is extinguished by the mere act of law, without the concurrence or 
motion of the parties. La compensation s’opere de ple droit par la seule 
force de la loi, méme & insu des delnteurs ; les dewe dettes s’Gergnent rec- 
proguement, 2 l’:nstant ot elles se trouvent exuter & la fois, jusqu’d con 
currence de leurs quotiés respectsves. Code Civile, 23.8.3, 8. iV 
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operate as payment, and extinguish so much of the plaintiff’s 
demand. 


Preas, that totally deny the cause of complaint, are either 
the general issue, or a special plea in bar. 


1. THE general issue, or general plea, is what traverses, 
thwarts, and denies at once the whole declaration; without 
offering any special matter whereby to evade it. As 1n tres- 
pass either vz ef armzs, or on the case, non culpabzlis, not 
guilty 7; in debt upon contract, nzhzl debet, he owes nothing; 
in debt on bond, zon est factum, it is not his deed; on an 
assumpsit, non assumpsit, he made no such promise. Or in 
real actions, nul fort, no wrong done; nul dissetsin, no dis- 
seisin; and in a writ of right, the mise or issue is, that the 
tenant has more right to hold than the demandant has to 
demand. ‘These pleas are called the general issue, because, 
by importing an absolute and general denial of what 1s al- 
leged in the declaration, they amount at once to an issue: by 
which we mean a fact affirmed on one side and denied on the 
other. 


ForMERLY the general issue was seldom pleaded, except 
when the party meant wholly to deny the charge alleged 


2 Append No. II. § 4 


(14) Where the plaintiff 1s suing for general unliquidated damages for 
the non-performance of a contract, or for any tort committed, it is clear 
that the statutes cannot apply, which speak of mutual debts between _plain- 
tiff and defendant, for here there 1s 1n law no debt due from the defendant 
to the plaintiff, against which the defendant 1s to set off the plaintiff’s debt 
due to him. Assumpsit, covenant and debt, for the non-payment of money 
are therefore the only forms of action in which a set-off 1s allowed And 
where 1t is allowed, the defendant can only set off a debt, which debt must 
be liquidated in amount. Another restriction implied in the term mutual, 
is that the debts to be set against each other must be due in the same mght ; 
thus if a man be sued as executor for the debt of his testator, he cannot 
set off a debt, which the plaintiff may owe to him personally, or vice versd. 

In certain cases the set-off must be pleaded, and where it 1s intended to 
give it in evidence under the general issue, a notice must be given with 
the plea of the general issue, specifying the subject-matter of the set-off, 
that the plaintiff may come prepared to dispute it. See the cases collected 
sn Selwyn’s N. P. 148. 
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against him. But:when he meant to distinguish away: or 

palliate- the charge,” it was always usual to set forth the par- 

ticular facts in what is called a special plea; which was ori- 

ginally intended to apprize the court and the adverse party 

of the nature and circumstances of the defence, and to keep 

the law and the fact distinct. And it is an invariable rule, F 
that every defence which cannot be thus specially pleaded, 

may be given in evidence upon the general issue at the trial. 

But the science of special pleading having been ‘frequently [ 306 ] 
perverted to the purposes of chicane and delay, the courts 

have of late in some instances, and the legislature in many 

more, permitted the general issue to be pleaded, which leaves 

every thing open, the fact, the law, and the equity of the 

case; and have allowed special matter to be given in evi- 

dence at the trial. And, though it should seem as if much 
confusion and uncertainty would follow from so great a re- 

jlaxation of the strictness antiently observed, yet experience 

has shewn it to be otherwise ; especially with the aid of a new 

trial, in case either party be unfairly surprized by the other. 


2. Spectra pleas, zn bar of the plaintiff’s demand, are very 
various, according to the circumstances of the defendant’s 
case. As, in real actions, a general release or a fine, both 
of which may destroy and bar the plaintiff’s title. Or, in 
personal actions, an accord, arbitration, conditions performed, 
nonage of the defendant, or some other fact which precludes 
the plaintiff from his action”. A justzfication is likewise a 
special plea in bar; as in actions of assault and battery, son 
assault demesne, that it was the plaintiff’s own original assault ; 
in trespass, that the defendant did the thing complained of in 
right of some office which warranted him so to do; or, in an 
action of slander, that the plaintiff is really as bad.a man as 
the defendant said he was. 


ALso a man may plead the statutes of limitation * in bar; 
or the time limited by certain acts of parliament, beyond 
which no plaintiff can lay his cause of action. ‘This, by the 
statute of 32 Hen. VIII. c.2. m a writ of right, is stzty years : 
in assises, writs of entry, or other possessory actions real, of 


* Append, No. III, § 6. . @ See pag. 188. 196. 
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thie seisin of one’s ancestors, in lands; and either of their seisin, 
or one’s own, in rents, suits, and services; /fty years: and in 
actions real for lands grounded upon one’s own seisin or pos- 
session, such possession must have been within thirty years. 
By statute 1 Mar. st.2. c.5. this limitation does not extend to 
any suit for advowsons, upon reasons given in a former chap- 
ter’. But by the statute 21 Jac.I. c.2. a time of limitation 
was extended to the case of the king; wz. sixty years pre- 
cedent to 19 Feb. 1623°; but, this becoming ineffectual by 
efflux of time, the same date of limitation was fixed by statute 
9 Geo. III. ¢.16. to commence and be reckoned backwards, 
from the time of bringing any suit or other process, to recover 
the thing in question; so that a possession for sexty years is 
now a bar even against the prerogative, in derogation of the 
antient maxim ‘ nwlum tempus occurrit regr.” By another 
statute, 21 Jac.I. c.16. twenty years is the time of limitation 
in any writ of formedon: and, by a consequence, twenty years 
is also the limitation in every action of ejectment; for no eject- 
ment can be brought, unless where the lessor of the plaintiff 
is entitled to enter on the lands °, and, by the statute 21 Jac. I. 
c. 16. no entry can be made by any man, unless within twenty 
years after his right shall accrue. Also all actions of trespass, 
(quare clausum fregit, or otherwise,) detinue, trover, replevin, 
account, and case, (except upon accounts between merchants, ) 
debt on simple contract, or for arrears of rent, are limited by 
the statute last mentioned to szx years after the cause of action 
commenced : and actions of assault, menace, battery, mayhem, 
and imprisonment, must be brought within four years, and ac- 
tions for words within ¢wo years after the injury committed. (15) 


> See pag. 250. ¢ $ Inst. 189, ¢ See pag. 206. 





(15) This clause of the statute is divided into three parts; the words 
“ trespass quare clausum fregrt, and trespass,” in the first, are confined to 
actions for trespasses on real or personal property; the exception in the 
same pert of “accounts between merchants,” includes only mutual cur- 
rent accounts not stated and balanced; but wherever there are mutual open 
accounts between parties, and credit has been given for any item within six 
years, this is neither within the specific exception of the statute, nor the sta- 
tute itself, the item in question being held to be such an acknowledgment 
of a subsisting unsatisfied debt, as takes it out; the word “case” in this first 
part includes all such actions as are brought for the special damage result- 
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And by the statate $i Eliz ¢.5. all suits, indictments, and 
informations, upon aby penal statutes, where any forfeiture is 


but the consequence of them, end therefore does not fall within the last 
part of the clause; this also includes actions for Hibels. In the second 
part, under the words “ assault and battery,” are included actions for se- 
duction of daughters, and criminal conversation; this flows as a necessary 
consequence from the decisions which have determined these actions to 
be trespass and not case, and the doubts which were expressed, were prior 
to those decisions. The last part is confined to actions for actionable 
words, that is, in the strict sense, actions of slander. : 

It has been hinted that there may be cases of simple contracts which 
have been entered into and broken more than six years before the action 
brought, and which yet are not affected by the statute; these are where 
there is evidence of a subsequent promise to pay the debt, or an acknow- 
ledgment of its existence; and they stand upon strict principle. The de~ 
claration states a consideration, a promise, and a breach, the plea denies a 
cause of action within six years, and the replication affirms it; now as 
nothing ties the plamtiff down to sustain his declaration by any one of two 
promises, rather than the other, (supposing two applicable promises to have 
been made,) he is at liberty to take the latest; if therefore there be a sub- 
sequent express promise made within six years, proof of that will sustain 
the replication, and it will apply itself to the promise laid in the declar- 
ation; and there must be the same result from a mere acknowledgment, 
because from that acknowledgment the law will raise a promise in all 
respects of the same import as an express promise. The true way, there- 
fore of considering these cases is to regard them not as exceptions out of 
the statute, but as actions brought on promises made within six years. 
And that this 1s so, is clear from this, that the subsequent promise or ac- 
knawledgment must always be of such a nature as to agree with that laid 
in the declaration. Thus, suppose an executor suing upon a promise to 
the testator, and the statute pleaded and rephed to, a subsequent promise 
or acknowledgment to the executor himself would not support the action, 
because it would not prove the declaration. 

It will be observed that there is no statutory limitation to actions on 
contracts by specialty; the instrument there is a standing solemn testi- 
mony of the existence of the contract, and therefore the case is not within 
the same danger, as those which rest merely on parol, or less solemn 
authentication; yet even here some regulation has been felt to be neces- 
sary; and therefore where a party sues on a bond, over which he has slum- 
bered for twenty years, and there is no evidence of any demand of pay- 
mnent, or any payment of interest or acknowledgment within that time, 
the court will direct the jury to presume that in point of fact it has long 
ago been duly paid. 

A provision is made by the statute for plaintiffs who at the time of the 
cause of action accruing may be labouring under any disability of infancy, 
coverture, insanity, imprisonment, or absence beyond the seas; these have 
the same respective periods allowed them after removal of the disability. 
The 4 Ann, c. 16, enacts the same where a defendant is beyond the ages 

e 


{ 308 J 


mas "  'PRIVATE Boox III. 


to the crown alone, shall be sued within ‘wo years; and where 
the forfeiture is to a subject, or to the crown and a subject, 
within one year after the offence committed (16), unless where 
any other time is specially limited by the statute. Lastly, by 
statute 10&11 W.III. c.14. no writ of error, scive facias, or 
other suit, shall be brought to reverse any judgment, fine, or 
recovery, for error, unless it be prosecuted within ‘wenty 
years. ‘The use of these statutes of limitation is to preserve 
the peace of the kingdom, and to prevent those innumerable 
‘perjuries which might ensue, if a man were allowed to bring 
an action for any injury committed at any distance of time. 
Upon both these accounts the law therefore holds, that ** z7- 
“ terest reipublicae ut sit fints liteum.” and upon the same 
principle the Athenian laws in general prohibited all actions 
where the injury was committed jive years before the com- 
plaint was made*. If therefore m any suit, the injury or 
cause of action happened earlier than the period expressly 
limited by law, the defendant may plead the statutes of limit- 
ations in bar: as upon an assumpszt, or promise to pay money 
to the plaintiff; the defendant may plead on assumpsit infra 
sex annos, he made no such promise within six yeais; which 
is an effectual bar to the complaint. (17) 


¢ Pott Ant. b. 1. ¢c. 2]. 


the time of the cause of action accruing. In both cases the disability 
must exist af the time of the cause of action first accruing; if the time 
‘once begins to run, no subsequent impediment will stop it The 10 & 
11 W.3. c.14. which is mentioned im the text, gives five years after the 
removal of any such disability, in the cases to which it apphes. 

(16) If the informer fail to sue within one year, then by the same 
section the crown has two years to sue in from that period 
‘ (17) In actions upon promises there will very commonly be three periods 
to be considered, that of the promise made, the performance for default of 
which the action is brought, and the injurious consequence to the plantiff. 
The courts have determined that the breach of the promise is the period to 
yeckon from, and not the making of it, or the happening of the damage, 
for it is the breach, which gives theright of action. See Battley v. Faulkner, 
3B &A 288., and Short v. M‘Arthy, wd. p.626. Hence will appear colla- 
terally that the plea of non assumpsit snfra sex annos will be an improper plea 
‘in all cases where the promise was to do a future act, because the breach 
may have been committed within six years, though the promise was made 
‘before; and therefore it 1s more safe in all cases to plead that the cause of 
action did not accrue within six years. - 
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AN estoppel is likewise a special plea in bar; which hap- 
pens where a man hath done some act, or executed some deed, 
which estops or precludes him from averring any thing to the 
contrary. As if tenant for years (who hath no freehold) levies 
a fine to another person. Though this is void as to strangers, 
yet it shall work as an estoppel to the cognizor ; for, if he after- 
wards brings an action to recover these lands, and his fine is 
pleaded against him, he shall thereby be estopped from saying, 
that he had no freehold at the time, and therefore was incapa- 
ble of levying it. 


Tue conditions and qualities of a plea (which, as well as the 
doctrine of estoppels, will also hold equally, mutates mutandis, 
with regard to other parts of pleading,) are, 1. That it be single: 
and containing only one matter; for duplicity begets confusion. 
But by statute 4&5 Ann. c.16. a man with leave of the court 
may plead two or more distinct matters or single pleas; as, in 
an action of assault and battery, these three, not guilty, son 
assault demesne, and the statute of limitations. (18) 2. That it 
be direct and positive, and not argumentative. 3. That it 
have convenient certainty of time, place, and persons. 4. That 
it answer the plaintiff’s allegations in every material point. 
5. That it be so pleaded as to be capable of trial. 


Spectra pleas are usually in the affirmative, sometimes in 
the negative; but they always advance some new fact not 
mentioned in the declaration; and then they must be averred 
to be true in the common form, — “ and this he is ready to 
“ verify.” — This is not necessary in pleas of the general issue; 
those always containing a total denial of the facts before ad- 


vanced by the other party, and therefore putting him upon the 
proof of them. 





(18) This statute does not extend to appeals of murder or felony, to 
indictments, or to actions or informations on any penal statutes; but it is 
extended by 9 Ann. c.20 to writs of mandamus, and informations in the 
nature of quo warranto. The court will not grant leave to plead two 
inatters which are upon the face of them inconsistent, as non assumpait to 
‘the whole demand, and tender of part, #T R.194.; nor two matters 
which require different tnals. 2 BI,R 1157. 1207, 
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fr is a rule tn pleading, that no muin be allowed to plead 
specially such a plea as amounts only to the general issue, or 
a total denial of the charge; but m such case he shall be 
driven to plead the general issue in terms, whereby the whole 
question is referred to a jury. But if the defendant, in an 
assise or action of trespass, be desirous to refer the validity of 
his title to the court rather than the jury, he may state his 
title specially, and at the same time give colour to the plaintiff, 
or suppose him to have an appearance or colour of title, bad 
indeed in point of law, but of which the jury are not competent 
judges. As if his own true title be, that he claims by feoff- 
ment with livery from A, by force of which he entered on the 
lands in question, he cannot plead this by itself, as it amounts 
to no more than the general issue, su tort, nud dessezsin, in 
assise, or not guilty in an action of trespass. But he may allege 
this specially, provided he goes farther and says, that the 
plaintiff claiming by colour of a prior deed of feoffment without 
livery, entered ; upon whom he entered; and may then refer 
himself to the judgment of the court which of these two titles is 
the best in point of law‘. 


Wun the plea of the defendant is thus put in, if it does 
not amount to an issue; or total contradiction of the declaration, 
but only evades it, the plaintiff may plead again, and reply to 
the defendant’s plea: either traversing it; that is, totally deny- 
ing it; as, if in an action of debt upon bond the defendant 

f 310 ] pleads solvit ad diem, that he paid the money when due, here 
the plaintiff in his veplscatzon may totally traverse this plea, by 
denying that the defendant paid it: or, he may allege new 
matter in contradiction to the defendant’s plea; as when the 
defendant pleads no award made, the plaintiff may reply, and 
set forth an actual award, and assign a breach &: or the repli- 
cation may confess and avoid the plea, by some new matter or 
distinction consistent with the plaintiff’s former declaration; as, 
in an action for trespassing upon land whereof the plaintiff is 
seised, if the defendant shews a title to the land by descent, and 
that therefore he had a right to enter,.and gives colour to the 
plaintiff, che plaintiff may either traverse and totally deny the 


t Dr, & Stud. 2, ©, 58. © Append, No. IIT, § 6. 
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fact of the descent; or he may confess and avoid it, by replying, 
that true it is that such descent happened, but that since the 
descent the defendant himself demised the lands to the plain- 
tiff for term of life. To the replication the defendant may rejoin, 
or put in an answer called a rejoinder. The plaintiff may an- 
swer the rejoinder by a sw-rejoinder ; upon which the defend» 
ant may rebut ; and the plaintiff answer him by a sta~rebutter. 
Which pleas, replications, rejoinders, sur-rejoinders, rebutters, 
and. sur-rebutters, answer to the exceptio, replicatio, duplicatio, 
triplicatio, and quadruplicatio of the Roman laws *. 


Tuer whole of this process is denominated the pleading ; in 
the several stages of which it must be carefully observed, not 
to depart or vary from the title or defence, which the party has 
once insisted on. For this (which is called a departure in 
pleading) might occasion endless altercation. ‘Therefore the 
replication must support the declaration, and the rejoinder 
must support the plea, without departing out of it. As in the 
case of pleading no award made, in consequence of a bond of 
arbitration, to which the plaintiff replies, setting forth an actual 
award; now the defendant cannot rejoin that he hath per- 
formed this award, for such rejoinder would be an entire de- 
parture from his original plea, which alleged that no such . 
award was made: therefore he has now no other choice, but 


to traverse the fact of the replication, or else to demur upon 
the law of it. 


Yer m many actions the plaintiff, who has alleged in his 
declaration a general wrong, may in his replication, after an 
evasive plea by the defendant, reduce that general wrong to a 
more particular certainty, by assigning the injury afresh with 
all it’s specific circumstances in such manner as clearly to as- 
certain and identify it, consistently with his general complaint ; 
which is called a new or novel assignment. As if the plaintiff 
in trespass declares on a breach of his close in D; and the 
defendant pleads that the place where the injury is said to have 
happened is a certain close of pasture in D, which descended 
to him from B his father, and so is his own freehold; the 


h Inst, 4.14. Bract. dl. 5, tn. 5. cel. 
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a = i. 
plaintiff may reply and essigi another elise in‘; specifying the 
eabuttals and boundaries, as the real place of the injury:', 


_ Ir hath previously been observed * that duplicity in pleading 
must be avoided. Every plea must be simple, entire, con- 
nected, and confined to one single point: it must never be en- 
tangled with a variety of distinct independent answers to the 
same matter; which must require as many different replies, 
and introduce a multitude of issues upon one and the same 
dispute. For this would often embarrass the jury, and some- 
»times the court itself, and at all events would greatly enhance 
the expense of the parties. Yet it frequently is expedient to 
plead in such a manner as to avoid any implied admission of a 
fact, which cannot with propriety or safety be positively af- 
firmed or demed. And this may be done by what is called a 
protestation, whereby the party interposes an oblique allega- 
tion or denial of some fact, protesting (by the gerund protes- 
tando) that such a matter does or does not exist: and at the 
same time avoiding a direct affirmation or denial. Sir Edward 
Coke hdth defined' a protestation (in the pithy dialect of that 
[ 312 ] age) to be “ an exclusion of a conclusion.” For the use of 
it is, to save the party from being concluded with respect to 
some fact or circumstance, which cannot be directly affirmed 
* or denied without falling into duplicity of pleading; and which 
yet, if he did not thus enter his protest, he might be deemed 
to have tacitly waived or admitted. Thus, while tenure in vil- 
lenage subsisted, if a villein had brought an action against his 
lord, and the lord was inclined to try the merits of the demand, 
and at the same time to prevent any conclusion against him- 
self that he had waived his signiory; he could not in this case 
both plead affirmatively that the plaintiff was his villein, and 
also take issue upon the demand ; for then his plea would have 
been double, as the former alone would have been a good bar 
to the action: but he might have alleged the villenage of the 
plaintiff, by way of protestation, and then have denied the de- 
mand. By this means the future vassalage of the plaintiff was 
saved to the defendant, in case the issue was found in his (the 


uo : 
' Bro Abr. t. trespass, 205. 284, 11 Inst, 124, 
K p, 308. 
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Guna. which would otherwise have resulted from the rest of 
his defence, that he had enfranchised the plaintiff" ; slice no 
villein could maintain a civil action against his lord. So' also 
if a defendant, by way of indycement to the point of his de- 
fence, alleges (among other matters) a particular mode of seisin 
or tenure, which the plaintiff is unwilling to admit, and yet 
desires to take issue on the principal point of the defence, he 
must deny the seisin or tenure by way of protestation, and then 
traverse the defensive matter. So lastly, if an award be set 
forth by the plaintiff, and he can assign a breach in one patt 
of it, (wz. the non-payment of a sum of money,) and yet is 
afraid to admit the performance of the rest of the award, or to 
aver in general a non-performance of any part of it, lest some~ 
thing should appear to have been performed; he may save to 
himself any advantage he might hereafter make of the general 
non-performance, by alleging that by protestation; and plead 
only the non-payment of the money °. 





In any stage of the pleadings, when either side advances or 
affirms any new matter, he usually (as was said) avers it to be 
true; ‘* and this he is ready to verify.” On the other hand, 
when either side traverses or denies the facts pleaded by his 


antagonist, he usually tenders an issue, as it is called; the lan-" 


guage of which is different according to the party by whom 
the issue is tendered; for if the traverse or denial comes from 
the defendant, the issue is tendered in this manner, * and of 
‘* this he puts himself upon the country,” thereby submitting 
himself to the judgment of his peers”: but if the traverse lies 
upon the plaintiff, he tenders the issue, or prays the judgment 
of the peers against the defendant in another form; thus: “ and 
‘‘ this he prays may be inquired of by the country.” 


But if either side (as, for instance, the defendant) pleads a 
special negative plea; not traversing or denying any thing that 
was before alleged, but disclosing some new negative matter ; 
as, where the suit is on a bond, conditioned to perform an 
award, and the defendant pleads, negatively, that no award 
was made, he tenders no issue upon this plea ; because it does 

™ Co. Litt 126. ® Appendix, No. ITI. § 6. 

® See book II. ch. 6. pag. 94 P Ibid. No. II. § 4. 
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“not yet appear whether Me fact will be disputed, the plaintiff 
not having yet asserted the existence of any award; but when 
the plaintiff replies, and sets forth an actual specific award, if 
then the defendant traverses the replication, and denies the 
making of any such award, he then, and not before, tenders an 
issue to the plaintiff. For when in the course of pleading they 
come to a point which is affirmed on one side, and denied on 
the other, they are then said to be at issue; all their debates. 
being at last contracted into a single point, which must now 


be determined either in favour of the plaintiff or of the de- 
fendant. 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTY-FIRST. 


or ISSUE ann DEMURRER. 


SSUE, critus, being the end of all the pleadings, is the 
fourth part or stage of an action, and is either upon matter 
of law, or matter of fact. " 


AN issue upon matter of law is.called a demurrer : and it con- 
fesses the facts to be true, as stated by the opposite party; (1) 
but denies that, by the Jaw arising upon those facts, any injury 
is done to the plaintiff, or that the defendant has made out a 
legitimate excuse; according to the party which first demurs, 
demoratur, rests or abides upon the point in question. As, if 
the matter of the plamntiff’s complaint or declaration be insuf- 
ficient in law, as by not assigning any sufficient trespass, then 
the defendant demurs to the declaration: if, on the other hand, 
the defendant’s excuse or plea be invalid, as if he pleads that 
he committed the trespass by authority from a stranger, without 
making out the stranger’s right; here the plaintiff may demur 
in law to the plea: and so on in every other part of the pro- 
ceedings, where either side perceives any material objection in 
point of law, upon which he may rest his case. 


Tue form of such demurrer is by averring the declaration 
or plea, the replication or rejoinder, to be insufficient in law 
to maintain the action or the defence; and therefore praying ¢ 31, 
judgment for want of sufficient matter alleged*. Sometimes 
demurrers are merely for want of sufficient form in the writ or 
declaration. But incase of exceptions to the form or manner 


* Append. No, IIT. § 6. 





(1) The demurrer confesses only such facts as are properly pleaded, and 
are material to the issue. 
AA @ 
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of pleading, the party demurring must by statuté 27 Eliz. c. 5. 
and 4&5 Ann. c.16. set forth the causes of his demurrer, or 
wherein he apprehends the deficiency to consist. (2) And 
upon either a general, or such a special demurrer, the opposite 
party must aver it to be sufficient, which is called a joinder in 
demurrer >, and then the parties are at issue in point of law. 
Which issuein law, or demurrer, the judges of the court, before 
which the action is brought, must determine. 


Aw issue of fact is where the fact only, and not the law, 1s 
disputed. And when he that denies or traverses the fact 
pleaded by his antagonist has tendered the issue thus: “ and 
‘‘ this he prays may be inquired of by the country ;” or, “ and 
‘of this he puts himself upon the country ;” it may immedi- 
ately be subjoined by the other party, “and the said A. B. 
‘‘ doth the like.” Which done, the issue is said to be joined, 
both parties having agreed to rest the fate of the cause upon 
the truth of the fact in question ®. And this issue of fact must, 
generally speaking, be determined, not by the judges of the 
court, but by some other method; the principal of which 
methods is that by the country, per pars, (in Latin per patriam,) 
that is, by jury. Which establishment of different triburfals 
for determining these different issues, is in some measure 
agreeable to the course of justice in the Roman republic, where 
the judices ordinariz determined only questions of fact, but 
questions of law were referred to the decisions of the centumuirt®, 


But here it will be proper to observe, that during the whole 
of these proceedings, from the time of the defendant’s appear- 
ance in obedience to the king’s writ, it is necessary that both 
the parties be kept or contznued in court from day to day till 
the final determination of the suit. For the court can deter- 
mine nothing, unless in the presence of both the parties, in 
person or by their attornies, or upon default of one of them, 
after his original appearance and a time prefixed for his ap- 


b Append. No. III. §6 * Cie. de Orator. 1+ c. 38, 
€ Append. No. Ii. § 4, 





" 

(2) He must not merely show the kind of fault, but the specific fanit of 
which be complains; it would not be enough to say that the plea was 
double, but he must show wherein the duplicity consasts. 
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pearance in court again. Therefore in the course of pleading, 
if either party neglects to put in his declaration, plea, replica- 
tion, rejoinder, and the like, within the times allotted by the 
standing rules of the court, the plaintiff, if the omission be his, 
is said to be nonsuit, or not to follow and pursue his complaint, 
and shall lose the benefit of his writ: or, if the negligence be 
on the side of the defendant, judgment may be had against 
him, for such his default. And, after issue or demurrer 
joined, as well as in some of the previous stages of proceeding, 
a day is continually given and entered upon the record, for the 
parties to appear on from time to time, as the exigence of the 
case may require. The giving of this day is called the continu- 
ance, because thereby,the proceedings are continued without in- 
terruption from one adjournment to another. If these cqgtinu- 
ances are omitted, the cause is thereby discontinued, ahd the 
defendant is discharged szne dze, without a day, for this turn : 
for by his appearance in court he has obeyed the command of 
the king’s writ; and, unless he be adjourned over to a day cer- 
tain, he is no longer bound to attend upon that summons; but 
he must be warned afresh, and the whole must begin de 
novo. (3) 


Now it may sometimes happen, that after the defendant has 
pleaded, nay, even after issue or demurer joined, there may 
have arisen some new matter, which it is proper for the defend- 
ant to plead; as, that the plaintiff, being a feme-sole, is since 
married, or that she has given the defendant a release, and the 
like: here, if the defendant takes advantage of this new matter, 
as early as he possibly can, wz. at the day given for his next 
appearance, he is permitted to plead it in what is called a plea 
pus darrein continuance, or since the last adjournment. 
For it would be unjust to exclude him from the benefit of this 
new defence, which it was not in his power to make when he 
pleaded the former. But it is dangerous to rely on such a 
plea, without due consideration; for it confesses the matter 
which was before in dispute between the parties®. And it is 


© Cro. Eliz. 49 


(3) But these continuances are now become mere matter of form, and 
may be entered at any time, to make the record complete. 
AA 3 
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not allowed to be put in, if any continuance has intervened be- 
tween the arising of this fresh matter and the pleading of it: 
for then the defendant is guilty of neglect, or laches, and is 
supposed to rely on the merits of his former plea. Also it is 
not allowed after a demurrer is determined, or verdict given ; 
because then relief may be had in another way, namely, by 
writ of audita querela, of which hereafter. And these pleas 
puis darrein continuance, when brought to a demurrer in law 
or issue of fact, shall be determined in like manner as other 
pleas. (4) 


We have said, that demurrers, or questions concerning the 
sufficiency of the matters alleged in the pleadings, are to be de- 
termiggd by the judges of the court, upon solemn argument by 
counsel on both sides, and to that end a demurrer-book is made 
up, containing all the proceedings at length, which are after- 
wards entered on record, and copies thereof, called paper- 
books, are delivered to the judges to peruse. The record’ is 
a history of the most material proceedings in the cause entered 
on a parchment roll, and continued down to the present time ; 
in which must be stated the original writ and summons, all 
the pleadings, the declaration, view, or oyer prayed, the impar- 
lances, plea, rephication, rejoinder, continuances, and whatever 
farther proceedings have been had; all entered verbatim on 
the roll, and also the issue or demurrer, and joinder therein. 


THEsE were formerly all written, as indeed all public pro~ 
ceedings were, in Norman or law French, and even the argu- 
ments of the counsel and decisions of the court were in the 
same barbarous dialect. An evident and shameful badge, it 
must be owned, of tyranny and foreign servitude ; being intro- 

{ 318 ] duced under the auspices of William the Norman, and his 
sons: whereby the ironical observation of the Roman satirist 
came to be literally verified, that “ Gallia causidicos docuit fa- 


f Appendix, No. II. §4. No. IIL. §6. 
(4) This plea it is imperative upon the court to receive, but then it 1s in 


some respects treated as a dilatory plea, and must be verified on oath, be- 
fore it can be filed. Parts v. Salkeld, 2 Wils. 157. 
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“ cunda Britannos’.” This continued till the reign of Ed- 
ward III.; who, having employed his arms successfully in 
subduing the crown of France, thought it unbeseeming the dig- 
nity of the victors to use any longer the danguage of a van- 
quished country. By a statute, therefore,: passed in the 


thirty-sixth year of his reign », it was enacted, that for the future _ 


all pleas should be pleaded, shewn, defended, answered, de- 
bated, and judged in the English tongue; but be entered and 
enrolled in Latin. In like manner as don Alonso X. king of 
Castile, (the great-grandfather of our Edward III.) obliged 
his subjects to use the Castilian tongue in all legal proceed- 
ings'; and*as, in 1286, the German language was established 
in the courts of the empire *. And perhaps if our legislature 
had then directed that the writs themselves, which are man- 
dates from the king to his subjects to perform certain acts, or 
to appear at certain places, should have been framed in the 
English language, according to the rule of our antient law’, 
it had not been very improper. But the record or enrolment 
of these writs and the proceedings thereon, which was calcu- 
lated for the benefit of posterity, was more serviceable (because 
more durable) in a dead, and immutable language than in any 
flux or living one. The practisers, however, being used to 
the Norman language, and therefore imagining they could ex- 
press their thoughts more aptly and more concisely in that 
than in any other, still continued to take their notes in law 
French: and of course, when those notes came to be published, 
under the denomination of reports, they were printed in that 
barbarous dialect; which, joined to the additional terrors of 
a Gothic black letter, has occasioned many a student to throw 
away his Plowden and Littleton, without venturing to attack a 
pageof them. And yet in reality, upon a nearer acquaintance, 
they would have found nothing very formidable in the language; 
which differs in it’s grammar and orthography as much from 
the modern French, as the diction of Chaucer and Gower 
does from that of Addison and Pope. Besides, as the 
English and Norman languages were concurrently used by 
our ancestors for several centuries together, the two idioms 


& Juv. xv. lll. ? k Mod. Un. Hist. xxix, 235, 
h Ce 15. ! Mur. Ce 4, § 2. 
i Mod. Un, Hist, XX. 21 i. 
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have naturally assimilated, and mutually borrowed from each 
other: for which reason the grammatical construction of each 
is so very much the same, that I apprehend an Englishman 
(with a week’s preparation) would undertand the laws of 
Normandy, collected in their grand coustumier, as well if not 
better than a Frenchman bred within the walls of Paris. 


Tue Latin, which succeeded the French for the entry and 
enrolment of pleas, and which continued in use for four cen- 
turies, answers so nearly to the English (oftentimes word for 
word) that it is not at all surprising it should generally be 
imagined to be totally fabricated at home, with little more art 
or trouble, than by adding Roman terminations to English 
words. Whereas in reality it is a very universal dialect, 
spread throughout all Europe at the irruption of the northern 
nations, and particularly accommodated and moulded to 
answer all the purposes of the lawyers with a peculiar exact- 
ness and precision. This is principally owing to the simpli- 
city, or (if the reader pleases) the poverty and baldness of 
it’s texture, calculated to express the ideas of mankind just 
as they arise in the human mind, without any rhetorical flou- 
rishes, or perplexed ornaments of style: for it may be 
observed, that those laws and ordinances, of public as well as 
private communities, are generally the most easily understood, 
where strength and perspicuity, not harmony or elegance of 
expression, have been principally consulted in compiling 
them. These northern nations, or rather their legislators, 
though they resolved to make use of the Latin tongue in 
promulging their laws, as being more durable and more 
generally known to their conquered subjects than their own 
Teutonic dialects, yet (eather through choice or necessity) 
have frequently intermixed therein some words of a Gothic 
original, which is, more or less, the case in every country of 

[ 320 ] Europe, and therefore not to be imputed as any peculiar 
blemish in our English legal latinity™. The truth is, what is 
generally denominated law-latin is in reality a mere téchnical 


™ The following sentence, ‘ gus may meet with it among others of the 
“ad battalia curte sua exert, if anyone same stamp, in the laws of the Bur- 
“ goea out of his own court to fight,” gundians on the continent, before the 
fc. may raise a smile in the student as end of the fifth century. (ddd, 1. c. 5. 
a flaming modern anglicism, but he § 2.) 
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language, calculated for eternal duration, and exsy to be ap- 
prehended both in present and future times; and on ‘those 
accounts best suited to preserve those memorials which are 
intended for perpetual rules of action. The rude pyramids 
of Egypt have endured from the earliest ages, while the more 
modern and more elegant structures of Attica, Rome, and 
Palmyra, have sunk beneath the stroke of time. 


As to the objection of locking up the law in a strange and 
unknown tongue, this is of little weight with regard to re- 
cords, which few have occasion to read but such as do, or 
ought to, understand the rudiments of Latin. And besides it 
may be observed of the law-latin, as the very ingenious sir 
John Davis" observes of the law-french, “that it is so very 
‘‘ easy to be learned, that the meanest wit that ever came to 
“the study of the law doth come to understand it almost 
‘“‘ perfectly in ten days without a reader.” 


Ir is true indeed that the many terms of art, with which 
the law abounds, are sufficiently harsh when latinized, (yet 
not more so than those of other sciences,) and may, as Mr. 
Selden observes®, give offence “to some grammarians of 
“‘ squeamish stomachs, who would rather chuse to live in 
‘“‘ ignorance of things the most useful and important, than to 
‘* have their delicate ears wounded by the use of a ward un- 
‘known to Cicero, Sallust, or the other writers of the 
‘s Augustan age.” Yet this is no more than must unavoid- 
ably happen when things of modern use, of which the Romans 
had no idea, and consequently no phrases to express them, 
come to be delivered in the Latin tongue. It would puzzle 
the most classical scholar to find an appellation, in his pure 
latinity, for a constable, a record, or a deed of feoffment; it is 
therefore to be imputed as much to necessity, as ignorance, 
that they were stiled in our forensic dialect constabularzus, re- 
cordum, and feoffamentum. ‘Thus again, another uncouth 
word of our antzent laws, (for I defend not the ridiculous 
barbarisms sometimes introduced by the ignorance of modern 
practisers,) the substantive murdrum, or the verb murdrare, 
however harsh and unclassical it may seem, was necessarily 
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framed to express a particular offence; since no other word 
in ‘being, occtdere, interficere, necare, or the like, was suffi- 
cient to express the intention of the criminal, or quo antmo 
the act was perpetrated; and therefore by no means came 
up to the notion of murder at present entertained by our 
law; viz. a killing with malice aforethought. (5) 


A SIMILAR necessity to this produced a similar effect at 
Byzantium, when the Roman laws were turned into Greek 
for the use of the oriental empire ; for, without any regard to 
Attic elegance, the lawyers of the imperial courts made no 
scruple to translate fidei commissarios, pideixoppiooagies ” 5 cu- 
biculum, xu6exrsov%; fileum-familias, waida-papsasas™; re- 
pudium, penediov*; compromtssum, xoumgopiccoy'; reverentra et 
obsequium, pevegevria xxi o6cexesov™; and the like. They stu- 
died more the exact and precise import of the words, than the 
neatness and delicacy of their cadence. And my academical 
readers will excuse me for suggesting, that the terms of the 
law are not more numerous, more uncouth, or more difficult 
to be explained by a teacher, than those of logic, physics, 
and the whole circle of Aristotle’s philosophy, nay even of 
the politer arts of architecture and its kindred studies, or the 
science of rhetoric itself. Sir Thomas More’s famous legal 
question " contains in it nothing more difficult, than the de- 

322 ] finition which in his time the philosophers currently gave of 
their materia prima, the groundwork of all natural know- 
ledge; that it is “ neque quid, neque quantum, neque quale, 
“© neque alzquid eorum quibus ens determinatur,” or it’s sub- 
sequent explanation by Adrian Heereboord, who assures us * 
that © materia prima non est corpus, neque per formam cor- 
“6 porettatis, neque per stmplicem essentiam: est tamen ens, et 
“6 guidem substantia, licet incompleta; habetque actum ex se 
“ entitativum, et simul est potentia suljectzva.” The law, 
therefore, with regard to its technical phrases, stands upon 
the same footing with other studies, and requests only the 


same indulgence. 
P Nov 1. Cc. 1. et Nov. 82. c. 11. 
‘1 Nov. 8. edict. Constantinop. U Nov. 78. ¢.2. 
* Nov. 117. c. 1. w See pag 149. 
* Ind. c. 8. * Phuosoph. natural. c.l. § 28. &c. 


(5) See Vol. IV. p.195. for the original meaning of the word murdrum. 
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Tus technical Latin continued in use from the time of it’s 
first introduction, till the subversion of our antient constitution 
under Cromwell ; when among many other innovations in the 
law, some for the better and some for the worse, the language 
of our records was altered and turned into English. But, 
at the restoration of king Charles, this novelty was no longer 
countenanced ; the practisers finding it very difficult to express 
themselves so concisely or significantly in any other language 
but the Latin. And thus it continued without any sensible 
inconvenience till about the year 1780, when it was again 
thought proper that the proceedings at law should be done 
into English, and it was accordingly so ordered by statute 
4Geo. II. c.26. This provision was made, according to the 
preamble of the statute, that the common people might have 
knowledge and understanding of what was alleged or done 
for and against them in the process and pleadings, the judg- 
ment and entries in a cause. Which purpose has, I fear, not 
been answered; being apt to suspect that the people are now, 
after many years experience, altogether as ignorant in matters 
of law as before. On the other hand, these inconveniences 
have already arisen from the alteration; that now many clerks 
and attorneys are hardly able to read, much less to under- 
stand, a record even of so modern a date as the reign of 
George the first. And it has much enhanced the expense of 
all legal proceedings: for since the practisers are confined (for 
the sake of the stamp duties, which are thereby considerably [ 323 ] 
increased) to write only a stated number of words in a sheet; 
and as the English language, through the multitude of it’s 
particles, is much more verbose than the Latin; it follows, 
that the number of sheets must be very much augmented by 
the change’. The translation also of technical phrases, and 
the names of writs and other process, were found to be so 
very ridiculous (a writ of nisi prius, quare impedit, fieri facias, 
habeas corpus, and the rest, not being capable of an English 
dress with any degree of seriousness) that in two years time 
it was found necessary to make a new act, 6Geo. II. c.14.; 
which allows all technical words to continue in the usuat 


Y For instance, these three words, converted into seven,‘ according to the 
+ secundum formam statuts,” are now © “ form of the statute,” 
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language, and has thereby almost defeated every beneficial 
purpose of the former statute. 


Wuart is said of the alteration of language by the statute 
4 Geo. II. c.26. will hold equally strong with respect to the 
prohibition of using the antient immutable court hand in 
writing the records or other legal proceedings ; whereby the 
reading of any record that is fifty years old is now become 
the object of science, and calls for the help of an antiquarian. 
But that branch of it, which forbids the use of abbreviations, 
seems to be of more solid advantage, in delivering such pro- 
ceedings from obscurity: according to the precept of Justi- 
nian*; ‘ ne per scripturam aliqua fiat in posterum dubitatio, 
*¢ gubemus non per siglorum captiones et compendiosa enigmaia 
“© ewusdem codrcis textum conscribi, sed per literarum conse- 
“6 quentiam explanarz concedimus.” But, to return to our 
demurrer. 


WueEn the substance of the record is completed, and co- 
pies are delivered to the judges, the matter of law upon which 
the demurrer is grounded is upon solemn argument deter- 
mined by the court, and not by any trial by jury; and judg- 
ment is thereupon accordingly given. As, in an action of 
trespass, if the defendant in his plea confesses the fact, but 

[ 324 ] justifies it causa venattonts, for that he was hunting ; and to this 
the plaintiff demurs, that is, he admits the truth of the plea, 
but denies the justification to be legal: now, on arguing this 
demurrer, if the court be of opinion, that a man may not jus- 
tify trespass in hunting, they will give judgment for the plain- 
tiff; if they think that he may, then judgment is given for 
the defendant. Thus is an issue in law, or demurrer, dis- 
posed of. 


An issue of fact takes up more form and preparation to 
settle it; for here the truth of the matters alleged must be 
solemnly examined and established by propé¥ evidence in the 
channel prescribed by law. To which examination of facts, 
the name of trial is usually confined, which will be treated 
of at large in the two succeeding chapters. 


2 de concept. dagest. § 13. 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTY-SECOND. 


OF THE SEVERAL SPECIES or 


TRIAL. 


HE uncertainty of legal proceedings is a notion so gene- 

rally adopted, and has so long been the standing theme 
of wit and good humour, that he who should attempt to re- 
fute it would be looked upon as a man, who was either inca- 
pable of discernment himself, or else meant to impose upon 
others, Yet it may not be amiss, before we enter upon the 
several modes whereby certainty is meant to be obtained in 
our courts of justice, to inquire a little wherein this uncer- 
tainty, so frequently complained of, consists; and to what 
causes it owes it’s original. 


It hath sometimes been said to owe it’s original to the 
number of our municipal constitutions, and the multitude of 
our judicial decisions*; which occasion, it is alleged, abund~- 
ance of rules that militate and thwart with each other, as the 
sentiments or caprice of successive legislatures and judges have 
happened to vary. The fact, of multiplicity, is allowed; and 
that thereby the researches of the student are rendered more 
difficult and laborious; but that, with ‘proper industry, the 
result of those inquiries will be doubt and indecision, is a 
consequence that cannot be admitted. People are apt to be 
angry at the flint of simplicity in our laws: they mistake 
variety for confusion, and complicated cases for contradictory. 
They bring us the examples-of arbitrary governments, of [ 326 ] 
Denmark, Muscovy, and Prussia; of wild and uncultivated 


* See the preface to sir John Davies's reports; wherem many of the follow- 
ing topics are discussed more at large. 
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nations, the savages of Africa and America; or of narrow 
domestic republics, in antient Greece and modern Switzer- 
land; and unreasonably require the same paucity of laws, the 
same conciseness of practice, in a nation of freemen, a polite 
and commercial people, and a populous extent of territory. 


In an arbitrary despotic government, where the lands are 
at the disposal of the prince, the rules of succession, or the 
mode of enjoyment, must depend upon his will and pleasure. 
Hence there can be but few legal determinations relating to 
the property, the descent, or the conveyance of real estates ; 
and the same holds in a stronger degree with regard to goods 
and chattels, and the contracts relating thereto. Under a 
tyrannical sway trade must be continually in jeopardy, and 
of consequence can never be extensive: this therefore puts an 
end to the necessity of an infinite number of rules, which the 
English merchant daily recurs to for adjusting’ commercial 
differences. Marriages are there usually contracted with 
slaves ; or at least women are treated as such: no laws can 
be therefore expected to regulate, the rights of dower, join- 
tures, and marriage settlements. Few also are the persons 
who can claim the privileges of any laws; the bulk of those 
nations, vzz. the commonalty, boors, or peasants, being merely 
villeins and bondmen. Those are therefore left to the pri- 
vate coercion of their lords, are esteemed (in the contempla- 
tion of these boasted legislators) incapable of either right or 
injury, and of consequence are entitled to no redress. We 
may see, in these arbitrary states, how large a field of legal 
contests is already rooted up and destroyed. 


AGAIN ; were we a poor and naked people, as the savages 
of America are, strangers to science, to commerce, and the 
arts as well of convenience as of luxury, we might perhaps be 
content, as some of them are said to be, to refer all disputes 
to the next man we met upon the road, an@gso put a short 

[ $27 ] end to every controversy. For ina state of nature there is no 
room for municipal laws; and the nearer any nation ap- 
proaches to that state, the fewer they will have occasion for. 
When the people of Rome were little better than sturdy 
shepherds or herdsmen, all their laws were contained in ten 

tables: but as luxurv. politeness, and dominion 
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increased, the civil law increased in the same proportion ; and 
swelled to that amazing bulk which it now occupies, though 


successively pruned and retrenched by the emperors Theoedo- 
sius and Justinian, 


In like manner we may lastly observe, that, in petty states 
and narrow territories, much fewer laws will suffice than in 
large ones, because there are fewer objects upon which the 
laws can operate. The regulations of a private family are 
short and well known; those of a prince’s household are ne- 
cessarily more various and diffuse. . 

THE causes therefore of the multiplicity of the English laws 
are, the extent of the country which they govern; the com- 
merce and refinement of its inhabitants; but, above all, the 
liberty and property of the subject. These will naturally pro- 
duce an infinite fund of disputes, which must be terminated 
in a judicial way; and it is essential to a free people, that 
these determinations be published and adhered to; that their 
property may be as certain and fixed as the very constitution 
of their state. For though in many other countries every 
thing is left in the breast of the judge to determine, yet with 
us he is only to declare and pronounce, not to make or new- 
model, the law. Hence a multitude of decisions, or cases ad- 
judged, will arise; for seldom will it happen that any one rule 
will exactly suit with many cases. And in proportion as the 
decisions of courts of judicature are multiplied, the law will 
be loaded with decrees, that may sometimes (though rarely) 
interfere with each other: either because succeeding judges 
may not be apprized of the prior adjudication; or because 
they may think differently from their predecessor$; or be- 
cause the same arguments did not occur formerly as at present ; 
or, in fine, because of the natural imbecility and imperfection 
that attends all human proceedings. But wherever this hap- 
pens to be the case in any material point, the legislature is 
ready, and from time to time both may, and frequently does, 
intervene to remoye the doubt; and, upon due deliberation 


had, determines by a declaratory statute how the law shall be 
held for the future. 


WHATEVER instances therefore of contradiction or uncer- 
from our records, or reports, 


Lee | 


[ 329 ] 
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8 tive. defects of human laws in general, and 
are not owing to. any perticular ill construction of the Eng- 
lish system. Indeed the reverse is most strictly true. The 
English law is less embarrassed with inconsistent resolutions 
and doubtful questions, than any other known system of the 
same extent and the same duration. I may instance in the 
civil law: the text whereof, as collected by Justinian and his 
agents, is extremely voluminous and diffuse; but the idle 





comments, obscure glosses, and jarring interpretations grafted 


thereupon, by the. Jearned jurists, are literally without number. 

Apd these” glosses, hich are mere private opinions of scho- 
lastic doctors, (and not like our books of reports, judicial de- 
terminations’ of the court,) are all’of authority sufficient to be 
vouetfed and relied on: which must needs breed great dis-~ 
traction and confusion in their tribunals. The same may be 
said of the canon Jaw; though the text thereof is not of half 
the ‘ antiquity with the common law of England; and though 
the more antient any system of laws is, the more it is hable to 
bé perplexed with the muttitude of judicial decrees. When 
therefore a body of nes, pf so high antiquity as the €nglish, 

is in general so clear and perspicuous, it argues deep wisdom 
and foresight in such as laid the foundations, and great care 
and circumspection in such as have built the is apie 


Bur is not-(it will be asked) the multitude of law-suits, 
which we daily see and experience, an argument against the 
clearness and certainty of the law itself? By no means: for 
among the various disputes and controversies which are daily 
to be met with in the course of legal proceedings, it is obvious 
to observe thow very few arise from obscurit in the rules or 
maxims éf law. An tion shall seldom be heard of to de- 
termine a question of inheritance, unless the fact of the descent 
be controverted. But the dubiou¥ points which are usually 
agitated in our courts, arise chiefly from the, difficulty there 
is of ascertaining the intentions of individuals, bs their solemn 
dispositions of property; in their contracts, conveyances, and 
testaments. It is an object indeed of the,utmost importance 
in this free and commercial country, to lay as few restraints 
as possible upon the transfer of possessions from hand to 

hand, or their various designations marked out by the pru- 
denge, convenience, necessities, or even by thé-caprice, of 


4 
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their owners: yet to investigate the Hitention ot ie owner is 
frequently matter of difficulty, amohg ‘Heaps -of -efftangled 
conveyances or wills of a various obscurity. The law zarely 
hesitates in declaring it’s own meaning; but the judges are 
frequently puzzled to find out the meaning of others.’ Thus 
the powers, the interest, the privileges, and properties of a 
tenant for life, and a tenant in tail, are clearlysedistinguish 

tand precisely settled by law: but, what words in a wilkghall 
constitute this or that estate, has occasionally been disputed 
for more than two centuries past, and yal tontinye to be dis- 
puted as long as the carelessness, the ignorance, vf singulprity 
of testators shall continue,fo clothe their intentigns in diirk,.o7 
new-fangled expressions. * " 





typ 
Bur, notwithstanding so vast an accession of legal centro- 
versies, arising from so fertile a fund as the ignorancg, and 
-wilfulness of individuals, thése will bear no comparison‘ in 
point of number to those which age fgunded upon the*Wisho- 
nesty, and disingenuity of the parties x, by either their suggest. 
ing cofftplaints that are fglse in fact, x thereupon bringing 
groundless actions ; or by their denying such facts as are true, 
.in setting up unwarrantable defences. Ex facto oritur jus: if 
therefore the fact be perverted or misrepresented, the law 
which ariseg*from thence will unavoidably be unjust or partial. 
And, in order to prevent this, it is necessary to set right the 
fact, and esttblish the truth contended for, by appealing to 
some mode of probation or trial, which the law of the country 
has ordamed for a criterion of truth and falshood. 
igs ‘ 

THESE modes, of probation or trigj form in every civilized 
country the great objgect of judicial*@ecisions. And experi- 
ence will abundantly shew, that above a hundred of our law- 
suits arise from disputed facts, for one where the law is doubted 
of. Aboyt tywenty days fn the year are sufficient in Wést- 
minster-hal}, to settle (upon solemn argument) every demurrer, 
or other spedéial point of law that arises throughout the nation: 
but two months aré annually spent in deciding the truth of facts, 
before six distinet tribunals, in the several circuits of -Eng- 
land: exclusive of Middlesex and London, which afford a 
supply of causes much morg. than equivalent to any two of 
the largest ciregits, ia -* . . 


VOL, Ills #8 - 
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Trax then is the examination of the matter of fact in 
issue: of which there are many different species, according 
to the difference of the subject, or thing to be tried: of all 
which we will take a cursory view in this and the subsequent 
chapter. For the law of England so industriously endea- 
vours to investigate truth at any rate, that it will not confine 
itself to one, or to a few, manners of trial; but varies it’s 
examination of facts according to the nature of the facts them- 
selves: this being the one invariable principle pursued, that 
as well as the best method of trial, as the best evidence upon 
that trial which the nature of the case affords, and no other, 
shall be admitted in the English courts of justice. 


THE species of trials in civil cases are seven. By record, 
by zmspectzon, or examination; by certificate; by witnesses, by 
by wager of law, and by jury. 


J. “Frrst then of the trigl by record. This is only used in 
one particular instance : and that 1s where a matter of record 
is pleaded in any action;’ ds a fine, a judgment, or the like; 
and the opposite party pleads, “ nul tzel record,” that there 1s 
no such matter of record existing: upon this; issue is tendered 
and joined in the following form, “ and this he ptdys may be 
‘© inquired of by the vecord, and the other doth the like;” 
and hereupon the party pleading the record has a day given 
him to bring it n, and proclamation 1s made in court for him 
to “ bring forth the record by him in pleading alleged, or 
** else he shall be condemned ;” and, on his failure, his anta- 
gonist shall have judgment to recover. The trial therefore 
of this issye 1s merely by the record ; for, as sir Edward Coke > 
observes, a record or enrollment is a monument of so high a 
nature, and importeth in itself such absolute verity, that if it 
be pleaded that there is no such record, it shall not receive 
any trial by witness, jury, or otherwise, but :only by itself. 
Thus, titles of nobility, as whether earl or no earl, baron or no 
baron, shall be tried by the king’s writ or patent only, which 
is matter of record *. Also in case of an alien, whether alien 
friend or enemy, shall be tried by the league or treaty between 
his sovereign and ours; for every league or treaty is of re- 


& 1 Inst. 117. 260 _ & 6 Rep. 53, 
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cord’, And also, whether a manor be to be held in antient 
demesne or noty. shall be tried by the record of <n in 
the king’s exchequer °. (1) 


II. Triat by znspection or examination, is when for the 
greater expedition of a cause, in some point or, issue being 
either the principal question, or arising collaterally out of it, 
but being evidently the object of sense, the judges of the eourt, 
upon the testimony of their own senses, shall decide the point 
in dispute. For, where the affirmative or negative of a ques- 
tion is matter of such obvious determination, it is not thought 
necessary to summon a jury to decide it; who are properly 
called in to inform the conscience of the court in respect. of 
dubious facts: and therefore when the fact, from it’s nature, 
must be evident to the court either from ocular demonstr&tion 
or other irrefragable proof, there the law departs from it’s 
usual resort, the verdict of twelve men, and relies on *the 
judgment of the court alone. As 1n case of a suit to ‘reverse 
a fine for non-age of the cogmizor, or to set aside a statute or 
recognizance entered into by an infant; here, and in other 
cases of the like sort, a writ shall issue to the shenff'; com- 
manding him, chat he constrain the said party to appear, that 
it may be ascertained by the view of his body by the king’s 
justices, whether he be of full age or not; % ut per aspectum 
“6 corporis suz constare poterit gusticiaris nostris, st praedictus 
“ 4 sit plenae aetatis necne®.” If however the court has, 
upon inspection, any doubt of the age of the party, (as may 
frequently be the case,) it may proceed to take proofs of the 
fact; and, particularly, may examine the infant himself upon 
an oath of var dire, veritatem dicere, that is, to make true 
answer to such questions as the court shall demand of him: 
or the court may examine his mother, his godfather, or the 
like *. 


4 9 Rep. 31. merly, according to Glanvil, 
© Tind c.15.) tned by a jury of eight men, 
* Tou. though now it 1s tried by inspection. 


& This question of non-age was for- 2 Roll Abr. 578. 





(1) See Tidd’s Practice, 781. 7th edit., as to the distinctions,in form 
and the course of proceeding when the record pleaded is of the same, or 
a different court from that in which it is pleaded. 
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In like manner if a defendant pleads in abatement of the 
suit that the plaintiff is dead, and one appears and calls him- 
self the plaintiff, which the defendant denies; in this case the 
judges shall determine by inspection and examination, whether 
he be the plaintiff or not®. Also if a man be found by a jury 
an idiot a nativitate, he may come in person into the chancery 
before the chancellor, or be brought there by his friends, to 
be inspected and examined, whether idiot or not: and if, upon 
such view and inquiry, it appears he is not so, the verdict of 
the jury, and all the proceedings thereon, are utterly void and 
instantly of no effect '. 

ANOTHER instance in which the trial by inspection may be 
used, is when, upon an appeal of mathem, the issue joined is 
whether it be maihem or no maihem, this shall be decided by 


838 ] the court upon inspection; for which purpose they may call 


a 


in the assistance of surgeons’. And, by analogy to this, in 
an action of trespass for maihem, the court (upon view of such 
maihem as the plaintiff has laid in his declaration, or which 
is certified by the judges who tried the cause,to be the same 
as was given in evidence to the jury) may increase the da- 
mages at their own discretion *; as may also be' the case upon 
view of an atrocious battery’. But then the battery must 
likewise be alleged so certainly in the declaration, that it may 
appear to be the same with the battery inspected. 


Aso, to ascertain any circumstances relative to a particu- 
lar day past, it hath been tried by an inspection of the almanac 
by the court. Thus, upon a writ of error from an inferior 
court, that of Lynn, the error assigned was that the judgment 
was given on a sunday, it appearing to be on 26 February, 
26 Eliz. and upon inspection of the almanacs of that year, it 
was found that the 26th of February in that year actually fell 
upon a sunday : this was held to be a sufficient trial, and that 
a trial by a jury was not necessary, although it was an error 
in fact; and so the judgment was reversed™. But, in all 


h® Rep. 30, k } Sid. 108. 
1 Tid. 31. 1 Hardy. 408, 
J 2 Roll, Abr. 578, ~.  ™Cro, Eliz, 227, 
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these cases, the judges, ‘if they conceive a doubt, may order 
it to be tried by jury. 


ITI. Tue trial by certificate is allowed in such cases, where 
the evidence of the person certifying is the only proper crite- 
rion of the point in dispute. For, when the fact in question 
lies out of the cognizance of the court, the judges must rely 
on the solemn averment or information of persons in such a 
station, as affords them the most clear and competent know- 
ledge of the truth. As therefore such evidence (if given to a 
jury) must have been conclusive, the law, to save trouble and 
circuity, permits the fact to be determined upon such certifi- 
cate merely. Thus, 1. Hf the issue be whether A wairabsent 
with the king in his army out of the realm in time of war, 
this shall be tried " by the certificate of the mareschall of the 
king’s host in writing under his seal, which shall be gent to 
the justices. 2. If, in order to avoid an outlawry, or the like, 
it was alleged that the defendant was in prison, ultra mare, at 
Bourdeaux, or in the service of the mayor of Bourdeaux, 
this should have been tried by the certificate of the mayor; 
and the like ef the captain of Calais°. But when this was 
law °, those towns were under the dominion of the crown of 
England. And therefore, by a parity of reason, it should 
now hold that in similar cases, arising at Jamaica or Minorca, 
the trial should be by certificate from the governor of those 
islands. We also find‘ that the certificate of the queen’s 
messenger, sent to summon home a peeress of the realm, was 
formerly held a sufficient trial of the contempt in refusing to 
obey such summons. 38. For matters within the realm, the 
customs of the city of London shall be tried by the certificate 
of the mayor and aldermen, certified by the mouth of their 
recorder"; upon a surmise from the party alleging it, that the 
custom ought to be thus tried: else it must be tried by the 


n Litt. § 102. 9 Dyer. 176, 177. 
° 9 Rep 31 ' Co, Litt.74. 4 Burr. 248, 





(2) It cannot fail to strike the reader as extraordinaty that the judges 
should have been thought competent to decide by inspection the greater 
number of questions here stated ; and, in fact, the trial by inspection is 
seldom or never resorted to in modern practice. 
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country‘. As, the custom of distributing the effects of free- 
men deceased ; of enrolling apprentices; or that he who is 
free of one trade may use another; if any of these or other 
similar points come in issue. (3) But this rule admits of an ex- 
ception, where the corporation of London is party, or inter- 
ested, in the suit; as in an action brought for a penalty in- 
flicted by the custom ; for there the reason of the law will not 
endure so partial a trial: but this custom shall be determined 


by a jury, and not by the mayor and aldermen, certifying by 


®* Bro. Abr. tu. trial. pl. 96. 


ante, Vol I. p. 76. This privilege of London, (see Hobart, 
p. 86.) “is to be understood of such customs as are of the nature of local 
“‘ laws, peculiar laws for that city, general to all the citizens differing from 
“ the general law of the kingdom,” such as the distribution of the effects 
of deceased freemen By these laws the citizens act, and it 1s but justice 
that they should be tried and indemnified by them, even where they are 
sued in the king’s general courts. Then, as the judges of these courts 
cannot be supposed to be cognisant of these customs, when they come 
before the court for the first time, they take the best evidence they can 
have of them, a formal ceitificate of them from the mayor and aldermen, 
the judges of the city courts, through the mouth of their recorder. But 
when a custom does not come before them for the first time, that is, has 
once been certified, it then falls within the rule applicable to any other 
general custom, which having been once tried, determined, and recorded, 
comes to be pleaded again afterwards 1n the same court; the court then 
being cognisant of it, takes notice of it judicially, and will not suffer it to 
be certified over again. Blaqumere v. Hawkins, Doug] 380. 

In the privilege thus explained, there is scarcely any thing more than 
an application of general principles in the administration of justice, that a 
party living under particular laws should be entitled to the protection of 
those laws, wherever his conduct may be called in question; and that the 
courts of one jurisdiction should receive from those of the other, by their 
certificate, the particular laws in question. But where the matter in dis- 
pute is not a point of customary law, but of prescriptive right or interest, 
which the city claims to enjoy, and which may affect the rights or interests 
of other persons, these principles do not apply; and it would be unjust to 
allow the party to be witness and judge in his own cause. It 1s said that 
a grant of cognisance of pleas before the steward of the grantee may ex- 
tend even to cases in which the grantee is party, because the steward is 
judge and not the grantee; as the king’s judges ordinarily try causes in 
which he is party. But in the case of London the certificate 1s not the 
recorder’s, but that of the mayor and aldermen. The certificate is con- 
clusive and cannot be reversed; and the only remedy for a false one is by 
action on the case, not against the recorder, who 1s purely ministerial, but 
the mayor and aldermen. Hob.87 Day v. Savadge. 
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the mouth of their recorder. 4. In some cases the sheriff of 
London’s certificate shall be the final trial: as if the issue be, 
whether the defendant be a citizen of London or a foreigner ’, 
in case of privilege pleaded to be sued only in the city courts. 
Of a nature somewhat similar to which is the trial of the pri- 
vilege of the university, when the chancellor claims cognizance 
of the cause, because one of the parties is a privileged person. 
In this case, the charters, confirmed by act of parliament, di- 
rect the trial of the question, whether a privileged person or 
no, to be determined by the certificate and notification of the 
chancellor under seal; to which it hath also been usual to 
add an affidavit of the fact: but if the parties be at issue be- 
tween themselves, whether A is a member of the uttiversity 
or no, on a plea of privilege, the trial shall be then by jury, 
and not by the chancellor’s certificate": because the charters 
direct only that the privilege be allowed on the chancellor’s 
certificate, when the claim of cognizance is made by him, and 
not where the defendant himself pleads his privilege: so that 
this must be left to the ordinary course of determination. (4) 
5. In matters of ecclesiastical jurisdiction, as marriage, and 
of course general bastardy, and also excommunication and or- 
ders, these, and other like matters, shall be tried by the 
bishop’s certificaté”. As if it be pleaded in abatement, that 
the plaintiff 1s excommunicated, and issue 1s joined thereon ; or 
if a man claims an estate by descent, and the tenant alleges 
the demandant to be a bastard; or if on a writ of dower, the 
heir pleads no marriage ; or if the issue in a quare tmpedit be, 
whether or no the church be full by mstitution; all these 
being matters of mere ecclesiastical cognizance, shall be tried 
by certificate from the ordinary. But in an action on the 
case for calling a man bastard, the defendant having pleaded 
in justification that the plaintiff was really so, this was directed 
to be tried by a jury *: because, whether the plaintiff be found 
either a general or special bastard, the justification will be 
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good; and no question of special bastardy shall be tried by 


t Hob. 85. “Co. Litt,.74 2 Lev. 250. 
v Co. Litt. 74, * Hob. 179. 
u 2 Roll. Abr. 583. 





(4) See ante, p.85. n. (11). 
BB 4 


335. - PRIVATE Boox III. 


the bishop's certificate, but by a jury’. For a special bas- 
tard is one born before marriage, of parents who afterwards 
intermarry : which is bastardy by our law, though not by the 
ecclesiastical. It would therefore be improper to refer the 
trial of that question to the bishop; who, whether the child 
{ 336 ] be born before or after marriage, will be sure to return or 
certify him legitimate’. (5) Ability of a clerk presented *, 
admission, institution, and deprivation of a clerk, shall also be 
tried by certificate from the ordinary or metropolitan, because 
of these he is the most competent judge >: but inductzon shall 
be tried by a jury, because it is a matter of public notoriety ‘, 
“and is likewise the corporal investiture of the Eup profits. 
Resignation of a benefice may be tried in either way ®; but it 


Y Dyer.79. b 2 Inst. 632. Show. Parl. c. 88. 
* See Introd. to the great charter, 2 Roll. Abr. 583, &c 

edit. Oxon. sub anno 1233, ¢ Dyer 228 
* See Book I. ch. 11. 42 Roll. Abr, 583. 





(5): The progress of this matter 1s rather curious, and is detailed by the 
author 1n his introductory discourse to the history of the charters, pp. lv. 
lvii. In the year 1180, 26 H.2., Pope Alexander directed, under pain of 
spiritual censures, that those whom we call special bastards, should be ad- 
mitted to the secular inheritances of their parents The English lawyers, 
however, still held that such persons were not inheritable in England, 
But as the trial, whether bastard or not, was by certificate from the bishops, 
and they made returns sometimes evasive, and »ometimes according to the 
canon, but in defiance of the common, law; to remedy this it was or- 
dained 1n a parliament held at Tewkesbury, A D. 1234, 18H.3., that for 
the future the question submitted to them should be “whether born be- 
fore nuptials or no,” to which they should return a direct answer This 

* drove them in the parliament held at Merton, in the next year, to declare 
openly, that they neither would nor could make any return to this new 
form of inquisition, because that would be to the prejudice of holy church ; 
and they implored the barons to admit Alexander’s canon; their request 
was met by the memorable answer, Nolumus leges Anghe mutare, §c. 

‘‘v The refusal of the bishops, however, set the judges on considering how 
“ special bastardy was to be ascertained; and 1t was soon perceived that in 
truth it was not a question of a spiritual nature; for assuming the lega- 
lity of the marriage (which in such a question would always be admitted), 
the dispute could only be concerning the priority or posteriority of the 
birth, which was a matter whereof laymen were as competent judges as 
the clergy. And so it came to be established law, that though general 
bastardy, which involved the question of the legality of the marnage, 
should be tried by the bishop’s certificate, yet special bastardy should be 
by a jury. 
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seems most properly to fall within the bishop’s cognizance. 
6. The trial of all customs and practice of the courts shall be 
by certificate from the proper officers of those ‘courts respec- 
tively ; and, what return was made on a writ by the sheriff 
or under-sheriff, shall be only tried by his own certificate °. 
And thus much for those several issues, or matters of fact, 
which are proper to be tried by certificate. 


IV. A rourts species of trial is that by witnesses, per 
testes, without the intervention of a jury. This is the only 
method of trial known to the civil law; in which the judge ' 
is left to form in his own breast his sentence upon the credit +’ 
of the witnesses examined: but it is very rarely used in our 
law, which prefers the trial by jury before it in almost every 
instance. Save only that when a widow brings a writ of 
dower, and the tenant pleads that the husband is not dead; 
this being looked upon as a dilatory plea, is in favour of the 
widow, and for greater expedition allowed to be tried by wit- 
nesses examined before the judges: and so, saith Finch ‘, 
shall no other case in our law. But sir Edward Coke ® men- 
tions some others: as to try whether the tenant in a real 
action was duly summoned, or the validity of a challenge to a 
juror : so that Finch’s observation must be confined to the 
trial of direct, and not collateral, issues. (6) And in every case 
sir Edward Coke lays it down, that the affirmative must be 
proved by two witnesses at the least. me 

V. Tue next species of trial is of great antiquity, but much [ 337 ] 
disused ; though still in force if the parties chuse to abide by 
it; I mean the trial by wager of battel. (7) This seems to 
have owed its original to the military spirit of our ancestors, 


* 9 Rep. 31, * L, 423, © 1 Inst. 6, 





(6) In the Reports, b. 9. p. 30, other analogous instances of direct issues, 
which are to be tried by witnesses, are given; as if a widow brings an ap. 
peal of the death of her husband, or an assise to recover land, and the - 
husband’s life is pleaded, in both cases the trial will be by witnesses. 
Probably Finch’s instance, stated very concisely, was intended to include 
these. 

(7) By the 59G.3. c.46. it 1 enacted that for the future in no writ 
of right shall the tenant be received to wage battel, nor shall issue be 
joined, nor trial be had by battel in any writ of right, 
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joined to a superstitious frame of mind: it being in the nature 
of an appeal to Providence, under an apprehension and hope 
(however prestmptuous and unwarrantable) that heaven would 
give the victory to him who,had the right. The decision of 
suits, by this appeal to the God of battles, is by some said to 
have been invented by the Burgundi, one of the northern or 
German clans that planted themselves in Gaul. And it is 
true, that the first written injunction of judiciary combats that 
we meet with, is in the laws of Gundebald, 4..D. 501, which 
are preserved in the Burgundian code. Yet it does not seem 
to have been merely a local custom of this or that particular 
tribe, but to have been the common usage of all those warlike 
people from the earliest trmes". And it may also seem from 
a passage in Velleius Paterculus ', that the Germans when first 
they became known to the Romans, were wont to decide all 
contests of .right by the sword: for when Quintilius Varus 
endeavoured to introduce among them the Roman laws and 
method of trial, 1t was looked upon (says the historian) as a 
“ novitas incognitae disciplinae, ut solita arms decerna gure 
“ terminarentur.” And among the antient Goths in Sweden 
we find the practice of judiciary duels established upon much 
the same footing as they formerly were in our own country’. 


Tuis trial was introduced into England among other Nor- 
man customs by William the conqueror; but was only used 
in three cases, one military, one criminal, and the third civil. 
The first in the court-martial, or court of chivalry and ho- 
nour *; the second in appeals of felony', of which we shall 
speak in the next book; and the third upon issue joined in a 
writ of right, the last and most solemn decision of real pro- 
perty. For in writs of right the -jus proprcetatis, which is fre- 
quently a matter of difficulty, is in question; but other real 
actions being merely questions of the jus possesszonzs, which 
are usually more plain and obvious, our ancestors did not in 
them appeal to the decision of Providence. Another pretext 
for allowing it, upon these final writs of right, was also for 
the sake of such claimants as might have the true right, but 


h Seld of duels c. 5. k Co. Litt 261, 
i i 2. c.118, 1 2 Hawk, P.C Cc. 45. 
Stiernh. de yure Sueon 1. 1. c.7. 
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yet by the death of witnesses, or other defect of evidence, be 
unable to prove it to a jury. But the most curious reason of 
all is given in the mirror ™, that it is allowable upon warrant 
of the combat between David for the people of Israel of the 
one party, and Goliah for the Philistines of the other party : 
a reason which pope Nicholas I. very seriously decides to be 
inconclusive". Of battel therefore on a writ of right °, we 
are now to speak; and although the writ of right itself, and 
of course this trial thereof, be at present much disused; yet, 
as it is law at this day, it may be matter of curiosity, at least, 
to inquire into the forms of this proceeding, as we may gather 
them from antient authors ?. 


Tue last trial by battel that was waged in the court of com- 
mon pleas at Westminster (though there was afterwards? one 
in the court of chivalry in 1631; and another in the county 
palatine of Durham" in 1638) was in the thirteenth year of 
queen Elizabeth, 4. D. 1571, as reported by sir James Dyer’: 
and was held in Tothull-fields, Westminster, ** non sene magna 
“ zurts consultorum perturbatione,” saith sir Henry Spélman *, 
who was himself a witness of the ceremony. The form, as 
appears from the authors before cited, 1s as follows : 


WHEN the tenant in a writ of right pleads the general 
issue, wz. that he hath more right to hold, than the demand- 
ant hath to recover; and offers to prove it by the body of his 
champion, which tender is accepted by the demandant; the 
tenant in the first place must produce his champion, who, by 
throwing down his glove as a gage or pledge, thus wages or 
stipulates battel with the champion of the demandant; who, 
by taking up the gage or glove, stipulates on his part to ac- 
cept the challenge. The reason why it 1s waged by cham- 
pions, and not by the parties themselves, in civil actions, is 
because, if any party to the suit dies, the suit must abate and 


Mt ¢, 3... 23. JII.12, Finch... 421. Dyer. 301. 
® Decret. part 2. caus.2. qu. 5. c.22. 2 Inst. 247. 
© Append No.I, § &. 9 Rushw. coll. vol.2. part 2, fol.112, 


P Glanvil, 1.2.¢.3. Vet. nat brey. 19 Rym. $22. 
fol. 2. Nov. Nar. tut. Droit. patent, fol. * *" Cro. Car. 512, 
221. (edt.1534 ) Year-book, 29 Edw. ® Dyer. 301. 
© Gloss,102, 
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be at an end for the present ; and therefore no judgment 
could “be given for the lands in question, if either of the par- 
ties were slain in battel': and also that no person might 
claim an exemption from this trial, as was allowed in criminal 
cases, where the battel was waged in person. (8) 


A piEcE of ground is then in due time set out, of sixty 
feet square, enclosed with lists, and on one side a court 
erected for the judges of the court of common pleas, who 
attend there in their scarlet robes; and also a bar is pre- 
pared for the learned serjeants at law. When the court sits, 
which ought to be by sunrising, proclamation is made for the 
parties, and their champions ; ; who are introduced by two 
knights, and are dressed in a coat of armour, with red san- 
dals, barelegged from the knee downwards, bareheaded, and 
with bare arms to the elbows. The weapons allowed them 
are only batons, or staves of an ell Jong, and a four-cornered 
leather target; so that death very seldom ensued this civil 
combat. In the court military indeed they fought with sword 
and lance, according to Spelman and Rushworth; as likewise 
in France only villeins fought with the buckler and baton, 
gentlemen armed at all points. And upon this and other 
circumstances, the president Montesquieu" hath with great 
ingenuity not only deduced the impious custom of private 
duels upon imaginary points of honour, but hath also traced 
the heroic madness of knight-errantry, from the same orignal 
of judicial combats. But to proceed. 


Wuen the champions, thus armed with batons, arrive 
within the lists or place of combat, the champion of the tenant 
takes his adversary by the hand, and makes oath that the 
tenements in dispute are not the right of the demandant, 


t Co. Litt. 294. Dyversie des courts, $04. * Sp. 1. b. 28. ¢.20, 22. 





(8) In the year-book, 1H.6 p.6., is an entry of thé proceedings in wager 
of battel, up to the time of the battel, in a writ of “night for the manor of 
Cappenhow, in Cumberland, between Sir Peter C. and Henry Percy, Earl 
of Northumberland. The Earl made default at the day; the report se- 
veral times intimates that the proceedings were very carefully settled, and 
therefore it may be a good precedent to refer to in a matter of some cu- 
riosity. 
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and the champion of the demandant, then taking the: 
by the hand, swears in the same manner that they are ; 
that each champion is, or ought to be, thoroughly persuaded 
of the truth of the cause he fights for. Next an oath against 
sorcery and enchantment is to be taken by both the cham- 
pions, in this or a similar form: ‘ Hear this, ye justices, that 
‘‘ IT have this day neither eat, drank, nor have upofi me, 
‘* neither bone, stone, ne grass; nor any enchantment, sor- 
‘¢ cery, or witchcraft, whereby the law of God may be abased, 
‘¢ or the law of the devil exalted. So help me God and his 
‘* saints.” (9) 


TuE battel is thus begun, and the combatants are bound 
to fight till the stars appear in the evening: and, if the cham- 
pion of the tenant can defend himself till the stars appear, the 
tenant shall prevail in his cause; for it is sufficient for him 
to maintain his ground, and make it a drawn battle, he being 
already in possession ; but, if victory declares itself for either 
party, for him 1s judgment finally given. This victory may 
arise, from the death of either of the champions: which in- 
deed hath rarely happened; the whole ceremony, to say the 
truth, bearing a near resemblance to certain rural athletic 
diversions, which are probably derived from this original. 
Or victory 1s obtained, if either champion proves recreant, 
that is, yields, and pronounces the horrible word of craven ; 
a word of disgrace and obloquy, rather than of any deter- 
minate meaning. But a horrible word it indeed is to the 
vanquished champion: since as a punishment to him for for- 
feiting the land of his principal by pronouncing that shameful 
word, he is condemned, as a recreant, amzttere liberam legem, 
that is, to become infamous, and not be accounted liber et 
legals homo ; being supposed by the event to be proved for- 


(9) In order to prevent any unfairness in the arms, or the use of any 
enchantments, the champions appear to have been compelled sometimes to 
strip themselves of : aeaccoutrements, and leave them under the care of 
an officer of the palgggptor the inspection of the judges ; ; and that this 
was not always unnecessary, we may easily beleve; in the year-book, 
29E.5. p.12., where this was done in a,suit between the bishop and earl of 
Salisbury, for Salisbury castle, the reporter says, “and it was said that the 
justices had found in the coat of Shawel, who was the bishop's champion, 
several rolls of ‘orisons, and sortileges,’ ” 
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sworn, and therefore never to be put upon a jury or admitted 
as a wittess in any cause. 


Tus is the form of a trial by battel; a trial which the 
tenant, or defendant in a writ of right, has it in his election 
at this day to demand; and which was the only decision of 
such writ of right after the conquest, till Henry the second 
by consent of parliament introduced the grand assise™, a pe- 
culiar species of trial by jury, m concurrence therewith ; 
giving the tenant his choice of either the one or the other. 
Which example, of discountenancing these judicial combats, 
was imitated about a century afterwards in France, by an 
edict of Louis the pious, 4. D. 1260, and soon after by the 
rest of Europe. The establishment of this alternative, Glan- 
vil, chief justice to Henry the second, and probably his ad- 
viser herein, considers as a most noble improvement, as in 
fact it was, of the law *. 


[ 341 ] 


VI. A sixtTH species of trial is by wager of law, vadiatio 
legis, as the foregoing is called wager of battel, vadzatto duel - 
because, as in the former case, the defendant gave a pledge, 
gage, or vadium, to try the cause by battel; so here he was 
to put in sureties or vadzos, that at such a day he will make 
his law, that is, take the benefit which the law has allowed 
him’. For pur ancestors considered, that there were many 
cases where an innocent man, of good credit, might be over- 
borne by a multitude of false witnesses; and therefore esta- 
blished this species of trial, by the oath of the defendant 
himself, for if he will absolutely swear himself not chargeable, 
and appears to be a person of reputation, he shall go free 
and for ever acquitted of the debt, or other cause of action. 


w Append, No.I §6 

* Est autem magna assia regale guod- 
dam benefictum, clementia princyns, de 
constto procerum, popults imdultum ; 
quo vilae hominum, et stafus integritats 
tam salubriter consulttur, ut in gure quod 
guts in libero solt tenemento possidet retr- 
nendo, duel: casum dechnare possint ho- 
mines amiiguum Ac per hoc contingi, 
insperatae ef praematurae mortis ultt- 
mum evadere supplicium, vel saltem 


perennis tnfamrae opprobrium dlius im- 
fests et inverecunds verbt, quod im ore 
victt turpiter sonat, consecutwum. Ex 
aequttate igus maxima prodita est le- 
gals wsta sn . iin. Jus enim, quod post 
multas et tile diationes ux euncitur 
per duellum, per beneficrum sstrus consts- 
tutionts commodius et acceleratius expe- 
ditur. (1.2. c 7.) 

Y Co, Litt, 295. 
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Tus method of trial is not ofily to be found int the codes 
of almost all the northern nations, that broke in ‘apon the 
Roman empire, and established petty kingdagks’, epon it’s 
ruins”; but it’s original may also be traced as far back as the 
Mosaical law. <‘* If a man deliver unto his neighbour an ass, 
‘‘ or an ox, or a sheep, or any beast to keep; and it die, or 
‘“ be hurt, or driven away, no man seeing it; then shall an 
“ oath of the Lord be between them both, that he hath not 
“* put his hand unto his neighbour’s goods; and the owner of 
‘it shall accept thereof, and he shall not make it good *.” 
We shall likewise be able to discern a manifest resemblance, 
between this species of trial, and the canonical purgation of 
the popish clergy, when accused of any capital crime. The 
defendant or person accused was in both cases to make oath 
of his own innocence, and to produce a certain number of 
compurgators, who swore they believed his oath. Somewhat 
similar also to this 1s the sacramentum dectsionis, or the volun- 
tary and decisive oath of the civil law>; where one of the 
parties to the suit, not beg able to prove his charge, offers 
to refer the decision of the cause to the oath of his adversary : 
which the adversary was bound to accept, or tender the same 
proposal back again; otherwise the whole was taken as con- 
fessed by him. But, though a custom somewhat similar to 
this prevailed formerly in the city of London‘, yet in general 
the English law does not thus, like the civil, 1educe the 
defendant, in case he is in the wrong, to the dilemma of 
either confession or perjury: but is indeed so tender of per- 
mitting the oath to be taken, even upon the defendant’s own 
request, that it allows it only in a very few cases; and in 
those it has also devised other collateral remedies for the 
party injured, in which the defendant 1s excluded from his 
wager of law. 


® 


TE manner of waging and making law is this. He that 
has waged, or given security, to make his laws brings with 
him into court eleven of his neighbours: a custom, which we 
find particularly described so early as in the league between 


7 Sp. L. b 28.c 13. Stiernhook, “ # Exod xxu, 10. 
de jure Sueonum.1 1c 9. Feud.11. > Cod. 4.1.12, 
f 4, 10. 28. © Bro. Aor. ¢. 


[: 343 


343 PRIVATE ’ Boox Ii. 


Alfred and Guthrun the Dane‘; for by the old Saxon con- 
stitutibA every man’s credit in courts of law depended upon 
the opinion which his neighbours had of his veracity. The 
defendant, then standing at the end of the bar, is admonished 
by the judges of the nature and danger of a false oath®. And 
if he still persists, he is to repeat this or the like oath: “ Hear 
‘* this, ye justices, that I do not owe unto Richard Jones the 
‘* sum of ten pounds, nor any penny thereof, in manner and 
‘‘ form as the said Richard hath declared against me. So 
* help me God.” And thereupon his eleven neighbours, or 
compurgators, shall avow upon their oaths, that they believe 
in their consciences that he saith the truth; so that himself 
must be sworn de jidelitate, and the eleven de credulitate'. 
It is held indeed by later authorities *, that fewer than eleven 
compurgators will do: but sir Edward Coke is positive that 
there must be this number; and his opinion not only seems 
founded upon better authority, but also upon better reason : 
for, as wager of law is equivalent to a verdict in, the defend- 
ant’s favour, it ought to be established by the same or equal 
testimony, namely, by the oath of twelve men. And so indeed 
Glanvil expresses it", ** gurabit duodecema manu~” and in 
9 Hen. III., when a defendant 1n an action of debt waged his 
law, it was adjudged by the court “ quod defendat se duodecema 
‘¢ manu'.” ‘Thus too, in an author of the age of Edward the 
first *, we read, “ adjudicabitur reus ad legem suam duodecrma 
‘* manu.” And the antient treatise, entitled, Dyverszte des 
courts, expressly confirms sir Edward Coke’s opinion '. (10) 


“Cap 3. Wilk, LL. Angl. Sax. k Hengham magna. c. 5. 

© Salk. 682, 1 Il covient aver’ oue luy a maynz de 
f Co. Litt. 295. jurer oue luy, sc. que lz entendre en 
& 2 Ventr. 171. lour conscrens gue u dasoyt ver. ( fol.305. 
D1. 6.9. edtt.1534.) 


i Fitz. Abr. t. ley 78. 





(10) In the case of King v. Willams, 2B & C.538., the defendant having 
waged his law, ‘applied to the court to assign the number of compurgators, 
with whom he should come to perfect it It was-econtended for him that 
the books left the number uncertain, and that, it was the office of the 
court to assign r@ in each case. But the court refused the application, and 
left him to bring as many as he thought sufficient, observing that the ques- 
tion would be more fairly discussed if the plaintiff should object to the 
number brought; when both sides would be heard. The defezdant then 
prepared to bring eleven, but the plaintiff abandoned the action. 
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Ir must he however observed, that sq long as the custom 
continued of producing the secta, the suit, of witnensen:@ give 
probability to the plamtiff’s demand, (of which we tpake in 
a former chapter,) the defendant was not pyt to wager his 
law unless the secta was first produced, and their testimony 
was found consistent. ‘To this purpose speaks magna carta, 
28. “ Nullus ballsvus de caetero pongt aliquem ad legem 
‘ manjfestam,” (that is, wager of battel,) ‘‘ nec ad juramentum,” 
(that is, wager of law,) ‘ semplice loquela sua,” (that is, merely 
by his count or declaration,) ‘ sine testibus fidelibus ad hoc 
‘6 enductis.” Which Fleta thus explains™: * Sz petens sectam 
“ produxertt, hoc est testimonium hominum legalium qui con- 
‘ tractut winter eos habito wnterfuerint prasentes, qu a gudice 
“ examinati, si concordes inveniantur, tune reus poterit va- 
°° diare legem suam contra petentem et contra sectam suam pro- 
 Jatam, ** *et si secta variabilis inveniatur, extuncnon tenebitur 
°* legem vadzare contra sectam illam.” It is true indeed, that 
Fleta expressly limits the number of compurgators to be only 
double to that of the secta produced; “ au si duos vel tres 
‘6 testes produxerit ad probandum, oportet quod defensio fiat per 
‘“* quatuor vel per sex; zta quod pro quolibet teste duos prodyucat 
“6 wuratores, usque ad duodecim:” so that according to this 
doctrine the eleven compurgators were only to be produced, 
but not all of them sworn, unless the secta consisted of s2x. 
But, though this might possibly be the rule till the production 
of the secta was generally disused, since that time the duo- 
decima manus seems to have been generally required *. 


In the old Swedish or Gothic constitution, wager of law 
was not only permitted, as it still is in creminal cases, unless 
the fact be extremely clear against the prisoner®; but was 
also absolutely required, in many cvv7l cases: which an author 
of their own ” very justly charges as being the source of fre- 
quent perjury. This, he tells us, was owing to the popish 
ecclesiastics, who introduced this method of purgation from 
their canon law; and, having sown a plentiful crop of oaths 
in all judicial proceedings, reaped afterwards an ample har- 
vest of perjuries: for perjuries were punished in part by 


™ 1,2. ¢.63. ° Mod. Un. Hist. xxxiiz. 29. 
" Bro. Abr. t.'ley gager. 9 P Stuernhook de yure Sueonwm, t,1, o.§ 
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Ab mask cali with a safe conscience wage law Of another man’s 
contract; that is, swear that he never entered into it, or at 
least that he. privately discharged it.(12) The king also has 
his prerogative; for, as all wager of law imports a reflection 
on the plaintiff for dishonesty, therefore there shail be no 
gach wager on actions brought by him*. And this preroga- 
tive extends and is communicated to his debtor and accompt- 
ant; for, on a writ of guo minus in the exchequer for a debt 
on simple contract, the defendant is not allowed to wage his 
law *. 


Tavs the wager of law was never permitted, but where 
thé defendant bore a fair and unreproachable character ; and 
it also was confined to such cases where a debt might be sup- 
posed to be discharged, or satisfaction made in private with- 
out any witnesses to attest it: and many other prudential 
restrictions accompanied this indulgence. But at length it 
was considered, that (even under all its restrictions) it threw 
too great a temptation in the way of indigent or profligate 
men; and therefore by degrees new remedies were devised, 
and new forms of action were introduced, wherein no defend- 
ant is at liberty to wage his law. So that now no plaintiff 
need at all apprehend any danger from the hardiness of his 
debtor’s conscience, unless he voluntarily chuses to rely on 
his adversary’s veracity, by bringing an obsolete, instead 
of a modern, action. Therefore one shall hardly hear at 
present of an action of debt brought upon a simple contract ; 
that being supplied by an action of trespass on the case for 
the breach of a promise or assumpsit, wherein, though the 
specific debt cannot be recovered, yet damages may, equiva- 
lent to the specific debt. And, this being an action of tres- 
pass, no law can be waged therein. So, instead of an action 
of detinue to recover the very thing detained, an action of 


2 Finch. L. 425, * Co. Litt. 295 





(12) And, therefore, generally speaking, an action of debt for the sim- 
ple contract debt of the deceased will not lie against them, because they 
are deprived of a legal defence, which those whom they represent might 


have made use of. See the cases collected m Selwyn’s N.P.787. 6th 
edit. 
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trespass on the case in frover and conversion is usually hrought ; 
wherein, though the horse or other specific chattel. gamit be [ 948 ] 
had, yet the defendant shall pay damages for the conversion, 
equal to the value of the chattel; and for this ytrespass also 
nd wager of law is allowed. In the room of actions of account, 
a bill in equity is usually filed: wherein, though the defend- 
ant answers upon his oath, yet such oath is. not conclusive to 
the plaintiff; but he may prove every article by other evi- 
dence, in contradiction to what the defendant has sworn. So 
that wager of law is quite out of use, being avoided by the 
mode of bringing the action; but still it is not out of force. 
And therefore, when a new statute inflicts a penalty, and 
gives an action of debt for recovering it, it is usual to add, 
in which no wager of law shall be allowed: otherwise an 
hardy delinquent might escape any penalty of the law, by 
swearing he had never incurred, or else had discharged 
it. (13) 


THESE six species of trials, that we have considered in the 
present chapter, are only had in certain special and eccentrical 





(13) In a work, entitled Esprit, Origine, et Progrds des Institutions Ju- 
dicrasres de l’ Europe, by M. Meyer, an ingenious attempt is made to explain 
and put on a reasonable footing the system of compurgation. As by the 
antient laws of nearly all the Northern States, the neighbourhood was 
responsible for every crime of which the author was not discovered, unless 
by another process they could clear themselves from all participation or 
collusion, certainly when a man was charged with a crime his neighbours 
had a direct interest 1n fixing the guilt on him; if then a number of them 
came forward to attest on oath their belief in his innocence, they swore 
against their own interest, and were highly credible. It is some con- 
firmation of this, that no one was orginally admitted as a compurgator, 
who did not stand under this responsibility; that 1s, who was not a free 
citizen, of full age, enrolled in the decennary. The difficulty is to ex- 
plan how the system was adopted 1m civil suits, where I have never un- 
derstood that the same liability was cast on the decennary; perhaps the 
transition began in the case of actions for trespasses and wrongs, which 
being of a criminal nature, might, at the option of the party, have been 
pursued criminally, 

If this theory be a true one, it is somewhat singular that we have no 
trace, that I remember, of compurgation, as a mode of criminal trial at 
common law. Meyer, vol.i. p.299. * 
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placed‘to the aecount of their own Hercules whatever atchieve- 
ment was performed superior to the ordinary prowess of man- 
kind. Whereas the truth seems to be, that this tribunal was 
universally established among all the northern nations, and 
so interwoven in their very constitution, that the earliest 
accounts of the one give us also some traces of the other. 
It’s establishment however and use, in this island, of what date 
soever it be, though for a time greatly impaired and shaken 
by the introduction of the Norman trial by battel, was always 
so highly esteemed and valued by the people, that no con- 
quest, no change of government, could ever prevail to abolish 
it. In magna cartg it is more than once insisted on as the 
principal bulwark of our liberties ; but especially by chap. 29. 
that no freeman shall be hurt in either his person or pro- 
perty; ‘* nzsz per legale judicvum partum suorum vel per legem 
‘“‘ terrae.” A privilege which is couched in almost the same 
words with that of the emperor Conrad, two hundred years 
before*: “ nemo beneficcum suum perdat, nist secundum con- 
‘* suetudinem antecessorum nostrorum et per gudicium parvum 
** suorum.” And it was ever esteemed, in all countries, a pri- 
vilege of the highest and most beneficial nature. 


Burt I will not mispend the reader’s time in fruitless en- 
comiums on this method of trial: but shall proceed to the 
dissection and examination of it in all it’s parts, from whence 
indeed it’s highest encomium will arise; since, the more it is 
searched into and understood, the more it is sure to be valued. 
And this is a species of knowledge most absolutely necessary 
for every gentleman in the kingdom: as well because he may 
be frequently called upon to determine in this capacity the 
rights of others, his fellow-subjects; as because his own pro- 
perty, his liberty, and his life, depend upon maintaining, in 
it’s legal force, the constitutional trial by jury. 


( 351 ] Trurate by jury in civil causes are of two kinds; extraordi- 
nary and ordinary. The extraordinary I shall only briefly 
hint at, anid confine the main of my observations to that which 
is mare usual and ordinary. 


© LL. Longod. 1. 3, t. 8 1. 4 
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Tue first species of extraordimery trial by jury is that of 
the grand assise, which was instituted by king Henry the © 
second in parliament, as was mentioned in thé preceding 
chapter, by way of alternative offered to the choice of the 
tenant or defendant in a writ of right, instead of the barbs- 
rous and unchristian custom of duelling. For this purpose 
a writ de magna assisa eligenda is directed to the sheriff, to 
return four knights, who are to elect and chuse twelve others 
to be joined with them, in the manner mentioned by Glanvil §; 
who, having probably advised the measure itself, is more than 
usually copious in describing it ; and these, all together, form 
the grand assise, or great jury, which 1s to try the matter of 
right, and must now consist of sixteen jurors °. 


ANOTHER species of extraordinary juries, is the jury to try 
an attaint, which is a process commenced against a former 
jury, for bringing in a false verdict ; of which we shall speak 
more largely in a subsequent chapter. At present I shall 
only observe, that this yury is to consist of twenty-four of the 
best men in the county, who are called the grand jury in the 
attaint, to distinguish them from the first or petzt jury; and 
these are to hear and try the goodness of the former verdict. 


Wiru regard to the ordinary trial by jury in civil cases, I 
shall pursue the same method in considering it that I set 
out with, in explaining the nature of prosecuting actions in 
general, vz. by following the order and course of the proceed- 
ings themselves, as the most clear and perspicuous way of 
treating it. 


WHEN, therefore, an issue is joined, by these words, “and [ 352 
** this the said A prays may be inquired of by the country,” 
or, “ and of this he puts himself upon the country, — and the 
‘* said B does the like,” the court awards a writ of venire fa-~ 
eras upon the roll or record, commanding the sheriff “ that 
“ he cause to come fere on such a day, twelve free and lawful 
“ men, tiberos et legales homsnes, of the body of his county, by 
** whom the truth of the matter may be better known, and 


f F.N.B. 4, ® Finch, L. 412. 1 Leon. 303. 
® 2.2. cll). 
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% term, then to appear at Westminster; unless before that 
% time, og. on wednesday the fourth of March, the justices 
« of our lord the king, appointed to take assises in that 
“ county, shall have come to Oxford, that is, to the place 
‘¢ assigned for holding the assises.” And thereupon the writ 
commands the sheriff tg,have their bodies at Westminster on 
the said first day of next term, or before the said justices of 
assise, if before that time they come to Oxford; vz. on the 
fourth of March aforesaid. And, as the judges are sure to 
come and open the circuit commissions on the day mentioned 
in the writ, the sheriff returns and summons this jury to ap- 
pear at the assises, and there the trial is had before the jus- 
tices of asstse and nist prius: among whom (as hath been 
said™) are usually two of the judges of the courts at West- 
minster, the whole kmgdom being divided into six circuits 
for this purpose. And thus we may observe that the trial of 
common issues, at %2sz prius, which was in it’s original only 
a collateral incident to the original business of the justices of 
assise, 1s now, by the various revolutions of practice, become 
their principal civil employment: hardly any thing remaining 
in use of the real asszses, but the name. 


Ir the sheriff be not an indifferent person; as if he be.a 
party in the suit, or be related by either blood or affimty to 
either of the parties, he is not then trusted to return the jury ; 
but the venzre shall be directed to the coroners, who in this, 
as in many other mstances, are the substitutes of the sheriff, 
to execute process when he is deemed an improper person. 
If any exception lies to the coroners, the venzre shall be di- 
rected to two clerks of the court, or two persons of the county | 
mamed by the court and sworn’. And these two, who are 
called elisors, or electors, shall indsfferently name the jury, 
and their return is final; no challenge being allowed to their 
array. (1) 


™ See pag. 59. " Fortesc de Laud LL.c 25 Co. Litt.158. 





(1) It seems to be a general rule, that where an array is returned by any 
special officer of the court, or by persons, as the elisors, specially appointed 
by the court for the purpose, it cannot be challenged; and the reason 18 
that such challenge must be founded on some objection to the person 
making the return; which objection it is more correct and proper to make 

to 
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Lert us now pause awhile, and observe (with sit Matthew 
Hale°) in these first preparatory stages of the’ trial, how ad- 
mirably this constitution is adapted and framed for thé inves- 
tigation of truth, beyond any other method of trial in the 
world. For, first, the person returning the jurors is a man of 
some fortune and consequence; that so he may be not only 
the less tempted to commit wilful errors, but likewise be 
responsible for the faults of either himself or his officers: and 
he is also bound by the obligation of an oath faithfully to 
execute his duty. Next, as to the time of their return: the 
panel is returned to the court upon the original venire, and 
the jurors are to be summoned and brought in many weeks 
afterwards to the trial, whereby the parties may have notice 
of the jurors, and of their sufficiency or insufficiency, charac- 
ters, connections, and relations, that so they may be challenged 
upon just cause; while at the same time by means of the com- 
pulsory process (of destringas or habeas corpora) the cause is 
not like to be retarded through defect of jurors. Thirdly, as 
to the place of their appearance: which in causes of weight 
and consequence is at the bar of the court; but in ordinary 
cases at the assises, held in the county where the cause of 
action arises, and the witnesses and jurors live: a provision 
most excellently calculated for the saving of expence to the 
parties. For though the preparation of the causes in point 
of pleading is transacted at Westminster, whereby the order 
and uniformity of proceeding is preserved throughout the 
kingdom, and multiplicity of forms is prevented ; yet this is 
no great charge or trouble, ‘one attorney being able to tran- 
sact the business of forty clients. But the troublesome and 
most expensive attendance 1s that of jurors and witnesses at 
the trial; which therefore is brought home to them,in the 
country where most of them inhabit. Fourthly, the persons 
before whom they are to appear, and before whom the trial is 
to be held, are the judges of the superior court, if it be a trial 


° Hist. C.L. ¢.12. 7 
rc LC ere 


the court appointing him, than at.nsi prius, where he probably is not pre- 
sent to answer it. ‘Still the party has his challenges to the polls, exactly 
as if'they had been returned by the sheriff, or other gentéral returnitig 
officer. See this point learnedly discussed in R. y. Edmonds, 4B. § A. #78. 
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bar; or the judges of assise, delegated from the courts at 
‘Westminster by the king, if the trial be held in the country : 
persons, whose learning and dignity secure their jurisdiction 
from contempt, and the novelty and very parade of whose 
appearance have no small influence upon the multitude. The 
very point of ther being strangers in the county is of infinite 
service, in preventing those factions and parties, which would 
‘intrude in every cause of moment, were it tried only before 
persons resident on the spot;“as justices of the peace, and the 
like. And, the better to remove all suspicion of partiality, it 
was wisely provided by the statutes 4 Edw. III. c.2. 8 Ric. II. 
c.2. and 33 Hen. VIII. c.24. that no judge of assise should 
hold pleas in any county wherein he was born or inhabits. (2) 
And, as this constitution prevents party and faction from 
intermingling in the trial of right, so 1t keeps both the rule 
and the admunistration of the laws uniform. These justices, 
though thus varied and shifted at every assises, are all sworn 
to the same laws, have had the same education, have pursued 
the same studies, converse and consult together, communicate 
their decisions and resolutions, and preside in those courts 
which are mutually connected and their judgments blended 
together, as they are interchangeably courts of appeal or 
advice to each other. And hence their admuiistration of 
justice and conduct of trials are consonant and uniform ; 
whereby that confusion and contrariety are avoided, which 
would naturally arise from a variety of uncommunicating 
judges, or from any provincial establishment. But let us 
now return to the assises. ‘ 


WHEN the general day of trials is fixed, the plaintiff or his 
attorney must bring down the record to the assises, and enter 
it with the proper officer, in order to it’s being called on in 
course. (8) If it be not so entered, it cannot be tried; there- 


(2) See p. 60. n.(18). 

(8) The plaintiff does not take down the original record itself to the 
assises, but a transcript of certain parts of it, which 1s‘called the miss prins 
record. This begins with the style of the court, the term in which the 
isgue was jomed, and the number of the roll or record from which it is 
taken ; 1t contains alse an entry of the declaration, and all the pleadings, 
with the issues joined upon them, and of the jury process. It 1s to this 

record 


Ch. 23. WRONGS. 356: 


fore it is in the plaintiff’s breast to delay any trial by not 
carrying down the record: unless the defendant, being fearful 
of such neglect in the plaintiff, and willing to discharge him- 
self from the action, will himself undertake to bring on the 
trial, giving proper notice to the plaintiff. Which proceed- 
ing is called the trial by proviso; by reason of the clause then 
inserted in the sheriff’s venire, viz. ** proviso, provided that if 
“ two writs come to your hands, (that is, one from the plain- 
“ tiff and another from the defendant,) you shall execute 
*‘ only one of them.” But this practice hath begun to be 
disused, since the statute 14 Geo.II. c.17. which enacts, that 
if, after issue joined, the cause is not carried down to be tried 
according to the course of the court, the plaintiff shall be 
esteemed to be nonsuited, and judgment shall be given for 
the defendant as in case of a nonsuit. In case the plaintiff 
intends to try the cause, he is bound to give the defendant (if 
he lives within forty miles of London) eight days notice of 
trial; and, if he lives at a greater distance, then fourteen days 
notice, in order to prevent surprise: and if the plaintiff then 
changes his mind, and does not countermand the notice six 
days before the trial, he shall be lable to pay costs to the 
defendant for not proceeding to trial, by the same last men- 
tioned statute. (4) The defendant, however, or plaintiff, may, 


record in the first stance that the postea (see post, p.386.) 1s added, and 
afterwards copied from this upon the orginal record, when the final judg- 
ment comes to be entered up 

(4) There 1s some confusion in the manner of stating this The statute 
§ 4. enacts that no cause shall be tried before any judge of assise or nisi 
prius, or at the sittings in London or Westminster, if the defendant re- 
sides above 40 miles from those cities respectively, uriless notice of trial in 
writing shall have been given at least 10 days before; and by § 5., where 
such notice has been given, the countermand must be in writing, and six 
days before the tame fixed for the trial The consequence of this has 
been, that in all cases at the assises, ten days’ notice of trial, and six days 
of countermand are necessary. But the statute made no provision for 
cases in London or Westminster, where the defendant resided within 
forty miles, and as to them the practice remains what it was before, that is, 
eight days’ notice and two of countermand are sufficient; nor did the 
statute negatively restrain the courts to ten days’ notice of trial j in cases to 
which it applies; and, therefore, where the defendant resides more than 
forty miles from London or Westminster, the old practice of the sittings 
is retained, ard the plaintiff is required to give fourteen days’ notice me 
trial. 
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“gem, then to appear at Westminster; unless before that 
% time, wz. on wednesday the fourth of March, she justices 
“ of our lord the king, appointed to take assises in that 
« county, shall have come to Oxford, that is, to the place 
‘¢ assigned for holding the assises.” And thereupon the writ 
commands the sheriff tqshave their bodies at Westminster on 
the said first day of next term, or before the said justices of 
assise, if before that time they come to Oxford; vzz. on the 
fourth of March aforesaid. And, as the judges are sure to 
come and open the circuit commissions on the day mentioned 
in the writ, the sheriff returns and summons this jury to ap- 
pear at the assises, and there the trial is had before the jus- 
tices of assise and nist prius- among whom (as hath been 
sad ™) are usually two of the judges of the courts at West- 
minster, the whole kingdom being divided into six circuits 
for this purpose. And thus we may observe that the trial of 
common issues, at ”ssz preus, which was in It’s original only 
a collateral incident to the original business of the justices of 
assise, is now, by the.various revolutions of practice, become 

their principal civil employment: hardly any thing remaining 

in use of the real asszses, but the name. 


Ir the sheriff be not an indifferent person; as if he be a 
party in the suit, or be related by either blood or affinity to 
either of the parties, he is not then trusted to return the jury ; 
but the wenzre shall be directed to the coroners, who in this, 
as in many other instances, are the substitutes of the sheriff, 
to execute process when he is deemed an improper person. 
If any exception lies to the coroners, the venzre shall be di- 
rected to two clerks of the court, or two persons of the county _ 

[ 355 ] named by the court and sworn". And these two, who are 
ealled el:sors, or electors, shall indifferently name the jury, 
and their return is final; no challenge being allowed to their 
array. (1) 


™ See pag. 59. " Fortesc de Laud LL.c 25 Co. Litt.158, 





(1) It seems to be a general rule, that where an array is returned by any 
special officer of the court, or by persons, as the elisors, specially appointed 
by the court for the purpose, it cannot be challenged; and the reason is 
that such challenge must be founded on some objection to the person 
making the return; which objection it is more correct and proper to make 
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Ler us row pausé awhile, and observe’ (with Sif Matthew 
Hale°) in these first preparatory stages of the’ ‘t#idl, Hew ad- 
mirably this constitution is adapted and framed for the irives- 
tigation of truth, beyond any other method of trial in the 
world. For, first, the person returning the jurors is a man of 
some fortune and consequence; that so he may be hot only 
the less tempted to commit wilful errors, but likewise be 
responsible for the faults of either himself or his officers: and 
he is also bound by the obligation of an oath faithfully to 
execute his duty. Next, as to the time of their return: the 
panel is returned to the court upon the original venire, and 
the jurors are to be summoned and brought in many weeks 
afterwards to the trial, whereby the parties may have notice 
of the jurors, and of their sufficiency or insufficiency, charac- 
ters, connections, and relations, that so they may be challenged 
upon just cause; while at the same time by means of the com- 
pulsory process (of distringas or habeas corpora) the cause is 
not like to be retarded through defect of jurors. Thirdly, as 
to the place of their appearance: which in causes of weight 
and consequence is at the bar of the court; but in ordinary 
cases at the assises, held in the county where the cause of 
action arises, and the witnesses and jurors live: a provision 
most excellently calculated for the saving of expence to the 
parties. For though the preparation of the causes in point 
of pleading is transacted at Westminster, whereby the order 
and uniformity of proceeding is preserved throughout the 
kingdom, and multiplicity of forms is prevented ; yet this is 
no great charge or trouble, ‘one attorney being able to tran- 
sact the business of forty clients. But the troublesome and 
most expensive attendance 1s that of jurors and witnesses at 
the trial; which therefore is brought home to them, in the 
country where most of them inhabit. Fourthly, the persons 
before whom they are to appear, and before whom the trial is [.356 
to be held, are the judges of the superior court, if it be a trial 
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the court appointing him, than at ns: prius, where he probably is not pre- 
sent to answer it. Still the party has his‘chalenges to the polls, exactly 
as if‘ they had been returned by the sheriff, or other general returning 
officer. See this point learnedly discussed in R. vy. Edmonds, 4B. § A. 476. 
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at ber; or the judges of assise, delegated from the courts at 
Westminster by the king, if the trial be held in the country : 
persons, whose learning and dignity secure their jurisdiction 
from contempt, and the novelty and very parade of whose 
appearance have no small influence upon the multitude. The 
very point of their being strangers in the county is of infinite 
service, in preventing those factions and parties, which would 
intrude in every cause of moment, were it tried only before 
persons resident on the spot.‘ as justices of the peace, and the 
like. And, the better to remove all suspicion of partiality, it 
was wisely provided by the statutes 4 Edw. III. c.2. 8 Ric. II. 
c.2. and 33 Hen. VIII. c.24. that no judge of assise should 
hold pleas in any county wherein he was born or inhabits. (2) 
And, as this constitution prevents party and faction from 
intermingling in the trial of right, so it keeps both the rule 
and the administration of the laws uniform. These justices, 
though thus varied and shifted at every assises, are all sworn 
to the same laws, have had the same education, have pursued 
the same studies, converse and consult together, communicate 
their decisions and resolutions, and preside in those courts 
which are mutually connected and their judgments blended 
together, as they are interchangeably courts of appeal or 
advice to each other. And hence their administration of 
justice and conduct of trials are consonant and uniform ; 
whereby that confusion and contrariety are avoided, which 
would naturally arise from a variety of uncommunicating 
judges, or from any provincial establishment. But let us 
now return to the assises. 


WHEN the general day of trials 1s fixed, the plaintiff or his 
attorney must bring down the 1ecord to the assises, and enter 
it with the proper officer, in order to it’s being called on in 
course. (3) If it be not so entered, it cannot be tried; there- 


(2) See p. 60. n.(18). 

(6) The plaintiff does not take down the original record itself to the 
assises, but a transcript of certain parts of 1t, which 1¢alled the mss pring 
record. This begins with the style of the court, the term in which the 
isgue was joined, and the number of the roll or record from which it is 
taken ; it contains alse an entry of the declaration, and all the pleadings, 
with the issues jomed upon them, and of the jury process. It is to this 

record 
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fore it is in the plaintiff’s breast to delay any trial by not 
carrying down the record: unless the defendant, being fearful 
of such neglect in the plaintiff, and willing to discharge him- 
self from the action, will himself undertake to bring on the 
trial, giving proper notice to the plaintiff. Which proceed- 
ing is called the trial by proviso, by reason of the clause then 
inserted in the sheriff’s venire, viz. ‘ proviso, provided that if 
“* two writs come to your hands, (that is, one from the plain- 
“ tiff and another from the defendant,) you shall execute 
“‘ only one of them.” But this practice hath begun to be 
disused, since the statute 14Geo.II. c.17. which enacts, that 
if, after issue joined, the cause is not carried down to be tried 
according to the course of the court, the plaintiff shall be 
esteemed to be nonsuited, and judgment shall be given for 
the defendant as in case of a nonsuit. In case the plaintiff 
intends to try the cause, he is bound to give the defendant (if 
he lives within forty mies of London) eight days notice of 
trial; and, if he hives at a greater distance, then fourteen days 
notice, in order to prevent surprise: and if the plaintiff then 
changes his mind, and does not countermand the notice six 
days before the trial, he shall be liable to pay costs to the 
defendant for not proceeding to trial, by the same last men- 
tioned statute. (4) ‘The defendant, however, or plaintiff, may, 


— 





record in the first stance that the postea (see post, p.386.) is added, and 
afterwards copied from this upon the original record, when the final judg- 
ment comes to be entered up. 

(4) There is some confusion in the manner of stating this. The statute 
§ 4 enacts that no cause shall be tried before any judge of assise or nest 
prius, or at the sittings in London or Westminster, if the defendant re- 
sides above 40 miles from those cities respectively, unless notice of trial mn 
writing shall have been given at least 10 days before; and by § 5., where 
such notice has been given, the countermand must be in writing, and six 
days before the time fixed for the trial. The consequence of this has 
been, that in all cases at the assises, ten days’ notice of trial, and six days 
of countermand are necessary. But the statute made no provision for 
cases in London or Westminster, where the defendant resided within 
forty miles, and as to them the practice remains what it was before, that is, 
eight days’ notice and two of countermand are sufficient; nor did the 
statute negatively restrain the courts to ten days’ notice of trial in cases to 
which it applies; and, therefore, where the defendant resides more than 
forty miles from London or Westminster, the old practice of the sittings 
is retained, and the plaintiff is required to give fourteen days’ notice of 
trial. 
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upon good cause shewn to the court above, as upon absence 
or sickness of a material witness, obtain leave upon motion 
to defer the trial of the cause till the next assises. (5) 


Bur we will now suppose all previous steps to be regularly 
settled, and the cause to be called on in court. The record 
[or an abstract of it] is then handed to the judge, to peruse 
and observe the pleadings, and what issues the parties are to 
maintain and prove, while the j jury is called and sworn. To 
this end the sheriff returns his compulsive process, the writ 
of habeas corpora, or distringas, with the panel of jurors an- 
nexed, to the judge’s officer in court. The jurors contained 
in the panel are either speczal or common jurors. Speczal 
juries were originally introduced in trials at bar, when the 
causes were of too great nicety for the discussion of ordinary 
freeholders; or where the sheriff was suspected of partiality, 
though not upon such apparent cause as to warrant an ex~ 
ception to him. He ‘is in such cases, upon motion in court 
and a rule granted thereupon, to attend the prothonotary or 
other proper officer with his freeholders’ book ; and the officer 
is to take indifferently forty-eight of the principal freeholders 
in the presence of the attornies on both sides: who are each 
of them to strike off twelve, and the remaining twenty-four 
are returned upon the panel.(6) By the statute 3 Geo. II. 





(5) Sometimes at a late stage, and :mmediately preceding the tnal, delay 
becomes important; in this case, as the plaintiff may, if he please, with- 
draw his record, the trial will not be put off at dss instance to the next 
assises or sittings. In this there 1s no hardship, for whether he withdraw 
the record, or the judge permit the trial to be put off, he will equally 
have to pay costs to the defendant, and be equally able to bring his cause 
on again at the next assises. But the judge will defer the trial for a 
good reason to a later day in the same assises or sittings. Ansley v. Birch, 
3 Campb. 333. 

(6) The nommation of the forty-eight, and the striking off the twenty- 
four, do not take place at the same time; but a list 1s given to each party of 
the forty-eight, and an interval allowed before the appointment 1s made for 
the striking off the twenty-four, to enable the parties to ascertain the qua- 
lifications and characters of those named. The parties or their repre- 
sentatives, however, are present at the nomination, and may suggest the 
absence, ul health, &c. of any person named in the freeholders’ book, 
whom the officer of the court may have nominated, See R. v. Edmonds, 
4B. &A.4e8, Tidd’s Pract. 825.827. 7th edit. 
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c.25. either party is entitled upon motion to have a special 
jury struck upon the trial of any issue, as well at the assises 
as at bar; he paying the extraordinary expense, unless the 
judge will certify [ammediately after the trial in open court] 
(in pursuance of the statute 24Geo.II. c.18.).that the cause 
required such special jury. 


A COMMON jury is one returned by the sheriff acgprding to 
the directions of the statute 3Geo.IL. c.25. which appoints 
that the sheriff or officer shall not return a separate panel for 
evely separate cause, as formerly; but one and the same 
panel for every cause to be tried at the same assises contain- 
ing not less than forty-eight, nor more than seventy-two 
jurors: and that their names being written on tickets, shall 
be put into a box or glass; and when each cause is called, 
twelve of these persons, whose names shall be first drawn 
out of the box, shall be sworn upon the jury, unless absent, 
challenged, or excused; or unless a previous view of the mes- 
suages, lands, or place in question, shall have been thought 
necessary by the court’: in which case six or more of the 
jurors returned, to be agreed on by the ‘parties, or named by 
a judge or other proper officer of the court, shall be appointed 
by special writ of habeas corpora or distringas to have the 
matters in question, shewn to them by two persons named in 
the writ (7); and then such of the jury as have had the view, 
or so many of them as appear, shall be sworn on the inquest 
previous to any other jurors. These acts are well calculated 
to restrain any suspicion of partiality in the sheriff; or any 
tampering with the jurors when returned. 


As the jurors appear, when called, they shall be sworn 
unless challenged by either party. Challenges are of two 
sorts; challenges to the array, and challenges to the polls. 


m. 


P Stat. 4 Ann. c.16 


(7) The two persons so named are called the shewers; they are at liberty 
to point out marks, boundaries, &c which will afterwards be relied on in 
evidence at the trial; but the rule of court under which the view is had, 
positively forbids the giving any evidence on either side at the tame of the 
taking it. 
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CHALLENGES to the array are et once an exception to the 
whole panel, in which the jury are arrayed or set in order 
by the sheriff in his return; and they may be made upon 
account, of partiality or some default in the sheriff, or his 
under-officer who arrayed the panel. And generally speak- 
ing, the same reasons that before the awarding the venire 
were sufficient to have directed it to the coroners or elisors, 
will be also sufficient to quash the array, when made by a 
person or officer of whose partiality there is any tolerable 
ground of suspicion. Also, though there be no personal 
objection against the sheriff, yet if he arrays the panel at the 
nomination, or under the direction of either party, this is 
good cause of challenge to the array.. Formerly, if a lord 
of parliament had a cause to be tried, and no knight was 
returned upon the jury, it was a cause of challenge to the 
array; but an unexpected use having been made of this 
dormant privilege by a spiritual lord’, it was abolished by 
statute 24Geo.II.c.18. But still, in an attaint, a knight 
must be returned on the jury’. Also, by the policy of the 
antient law, the jury was to come de vicineto, from the neigh- 
bourhood of the vill or place where the cause of‘ action was 
laid in the declaration: and therefore some of the jury were 
obliged to be returned from the hundred in which such vill 
lay; and, if none were returned, the array might be chal- 
lenged for defect of hundredors. Thus the Gothic jury, or 
nembda, was also collected out of every quarter of the country: 
‘6 binos, trenos, vel ettam senos, ex singults territorit quadranti-~ 
© bust.” For, living m the neighbourhood, they were pro- 
perly the very country, or pais, to which both parties had 
appealed ; and were supposed to know beforehand the cha- 
racters of the parties and witnesses, and therefore they better 
knew what credit to give to the facts alleged in evidence. 
But this convenience was overbalanced by another very natu« 
ral and almost unavoidable inconvenience ; that jurors, coming 
out-of the immediate neighbourhood, would be apt to intermix 
their prejudices and partialities in the trial of right. And 


a Co, Litt. 156. Selden baronage II. * Co. Litt. 156. 

ik. * Stiernhook de sure Goth. 1. 1. ¢. 4. 
*K. v. Brshop af Worcester, M. 

28 Geo. IT, B.R. 
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this our law was 30 sensible of, that it for along titae has laten 
gradually relinquishing this practice; the number of neceasary 
hondredors in the whole panel, which in the reign of Ede 
ward III. were constantly six ', being in the time of Fottesevre* 
reduced to four. Afterwards indeed the statute $5 Hen. VIEL 
c.6. restored the antient number of siz, but that clause was 
soon virtually repealed by statute 27 Eliz. c.6, which required 
only ¢wo. And sir Edward Coke’ also gives us such a va 
riety of circumstances, whereby the courts permitted this 
necessary number to be evaded, that it appears they were 
heartily tired of it. At length, by statute 4&5 Ann. c.6. it 
was entirely abolished upon all civil actions, except upon 
penal statutes; and upon those also by the 24Geo. IT. ¢.18, 
the jury being now only to come de corpore comitatus, frota 
the body of the county at large, and not de vicineto, or from 
the particular neighbourhood. The array by the antient 
law may also be challenged, if an alien be party to the ‘suit, 
and, ppon a rule obtained by his motion to the court for a 
jury de medietate linguae, such a one be not returned by the 
sheriff, pursuant to the statute 28 Edw. III. c.13. enforeed by 
8 Hen. VI. c.29. which enact, that where either patty is an 
alien born, the jury shall be one half denizens, and the othet 
aliens (if so many be forthcoming in the place), for the more 
impartial trial; a privilege indulged to strangers in no othet 
country in the world; but which is as antient with us as the 
time of king Ethelred, in whose statute de monticolis Walhae, 
(then aliens to the crown of England,) cap. 3. it is ordained, 
that ‘ duodenz legales homines, quorum sex Walli et sex Angli 
** erunt, Anglis et Wallis gus dicunto.” But where both par. 
ties are aliens, no partiality is to be presumed to one more 
than another; and therefore it was resolved soon after the 
statute 8 Hen. VI.” that where the issue is joined between 
two aliens (unless the plea be had before the mayor of the 
Staple, and thereby subject to the restrictions of statute 
27 Edw. III. st.2. c.8.) the jury shall all be denizens. And 
it now might be a question, how far the statute 3 Geo. II. c.25. [ $61 ° 
(before referred to) hath in civil causes undesignedly abridged 
this privilege of foreigners, by the positive directions thereisi 


t Gilb. Hist C P. ¢.8. Vv 1 Inst.157, 
“ deLaud. LL. c.25, Ww Yearb. 21 Hen. IV, 4. 
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given concerning the manner of impanelling jurors, and the 
persons to be returned in such panel. So that (unless this 
statute is to be construed by the same equity which the statute 
8 Hen. VI. c.29. declared to be the rule of interpreting the 
statute 2 Hen. V. st.2. c.3. concerning the landed qualification 
of jurors in suits to which aliens were partiés) a court might 
perhaps hesitate, whether it has now a power to direct a panel 
to be returned de medietate linguae, and thereby alter the 

method prescribed for ea: a special jury, or balloting 
for common jurors, 


CHALLENGES to the polls, 7m capita, are exceptions to par- 
ticular jurors; and seem to answer to the recusatio judicts in 
the civil and canon laws: by the constitutions of which a 
judge might be refused upon any suspicion of partiality *. 
By the laws of England also, in the times of BractonY and 
Fleta*, a judge might be refused for good cause; but now 
the law is otherwise, and it 1s held that judges and justices 
cannot be challenged *. For the law will not suppose a pos- 
sibility of bias or favour in a judge, who is already sworn to 
administer impartial justice, and whose authority greatly de- 
pends upon that presumption and idea. And should the fact 
at any time prove flagrantly such, as the delicacy of the law 
will not presume beforehand, there is no doubt but that such 
misbehaviour would draw down a heavy censure from those 
to whom the judge is accountable for his conduct. 


But challenges to the polls of the jury (who are judges of 
fact) are reduced to four heads by sir Edward Coke®; propter 


honoris respectum ; propter defectum, propter affectum, and 
propter delictum. 


1. Propter henors respectum, as if a lord of parliament be 
impanelled on a jury, he may be challenged by either party, 
he may challenge himself. 


[ 362} 2. Propter defectum; as if a juryman be an alien born, this 
_is defect of birth; if he be a slave or bondman, this,is defect 


* Cod. 3.1.16. Decretal, 2, t.28. #1 6c 37. 
c, 36. * Co. Litt 294, 
Yi, 5. in, 5. 15. b 1 dust, 156. 
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of liberty, and he cannot be ber et legalis homo. Under the: 


word komo also, though a name common to both sexes, the 
female is however excluded, propter defectum sexus: except 
when a widow feigns herself with child, in order to exclude 
the next heir, and a supposititious birth is suspected to be 
intended; then upon the writ de ventre inspiciendo, a jury of 
women is to be impanelled to try the question, whether with 
child or not®. But the principal deficiency is defect of estate, 
sufficient to qualify him to be a juror. This depends upon 
a variety of statutes. And, first, by the statute of West. 2. 
13 Edw. I. c.38. none shall pass on juries in assises within 
the county, but such as may dispend 20s. by the year at the 
least; which is increased to 40s. by the statutes 21 Edw. I. 
st.2. and 2 Hen.V. st.2. c.3. This was doubled by the sta- 
tute 27 Eliz. c.6. which requires in every such case the jurors 
to have estate of freehold to the yearly value of 4. at the 
least. But, the value of money at that time decreasing very 
_considerably, this qualification was raised by the statute 
16&17Car. II. c.3. to 201. per annum, which being only a 
temporary act, for three years, was suffered to expire without 
renewal, to the great debasement of juries. However by the 
statute 4&5 W.& M. c.24. it was again raised to 101. per 
annum in England and 6/. in Wales, of freehold lands or copy- 
hold [within the county]; which is the first time that copy-~ 
holders (as such) were admitted to serve upon juries in By 

of the king’s courts, though they had before been admitted 

to serve in some of the sheriff’s courts, by statutes 1 Ric. III. 

c.4. and 19 Hen. VII. c.13. And, lastly, by statute 3Geo. II. 

c.25. any leaseholder for the term of five hundred years abso- 

lute, or for any term determinable upon hfe or lives, of the 

clear yearly value of 20/. per annum over and above the rent 
reserved, is qualified to serve upon juries. When the jury 

is de medretate linguae, that is, one moiety of the English 
tongue or nation, and the other of any foreign one, no want . 

of lands shall be cause of challenge to the alien; for, as hevig 363 
incapable to hold any, this would totally defeat the privilege*, 


3. Jurors may be challenged propter affectum, for 
picion of bias or partiality. ‘This may be either a principal 


© Cro. Eliz 566. “ See stat. 2 Hen. V. st 2. ¢€.3. 8 Hen. VI, c.29. 
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challenge, or to. the favour. A principal challenge is such, 
where the cause assigned carries with it prima facte evident 
marks of suspicion, either of malice or favour: as, that a 
juror is of kin to either party within the ninth degree*; that 
he hes been arbitrator on either side; that he has an interest 
in the cause; that there is an action depending between him 
and the party; that he has taken money for his verdict; that 
he has formerly been, a juror in the same cause; that he is the 
party’s master, servant, counsellor, steward, or attorney, or of 
the same society or corporation with him: all these are prin- 
cipal causes of challenge ; which, if trae, cannot be overruled, 
for jurors must be omnz exceptione majores. Challenges to the 
Javour, are where the party hath no principal challenge: but. 
abjects only some probable circumstances of suspicion, as 
acquaintance and the like‘; the validity of which must be 
Jeft to the determination of trzors, whose office it 1s to decide 
whether the juror be favourable or unfavourable. The triors, 
m case the first man called be challenged, are two indifferent _ 
persons named by the court; and if they try one man and 
find him indifferent, he shall be sworn; and then he and the 
two triors shall try the next; and when another is found 
indifferent and sworn, the two triors shall be superseded, and 
the two first sworn on the jury shall try the rest ®. 


4. CHALLENGES propter delictum, are for some crime or 
misdemesnor, that affects the juror’s credit and renders him 
infamous. As for a conviction of treason, felony, perjury, or 
conspiracy ; or if for some infamous offence he hath received 

[ $64 ] judgment of the pillory, tumbrel, or the like; or to be branded, 
whipt, or stigmatized; or if he be outlawed or excommuni- 
cated, or hath been attainted of false verdict, praemunire, or 
forgery; or lastly, if he hath proved recreant when champion 
in the trial by battel, and thereby hath lost his liberam legem. 
A, juror may himself be examiued on oath of vorr dere, veri- 
Satem, dicere, with regard to such causes of challenge, as are 
not to his dishonour or discredit; but not with regard to 


© Finch. L. 401. ** palam excipere, et semper ex probabus 
«* In the nembda, or jury of the an- ‘causa tres repuduare: eltam plures 
tignt Goths, three challenges only were “ex causa praegnant et manifesta.” 
allowed to the favour, but the principal (Stiernhook, J.1. c. 4. 
challenges were indefinite. “Licebat © CqLatt.158. 
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any crime, of ary thing which tends to his disgrace of disad- 
vantage ”. (8) : 


Brsipes these challenges, which are exceptions against 
the fitness of jurors, and whereby they may be excluded from 
serving, there are also other causes to be made use of by the 
jurors themselves, which are matter of exemption; whereby 
their service is excused, and not excluded. As by statute West. 2. 
13 Edw. I. c. 38. sick and decrepit persons, persons not com- 
morant in the county, and men above seventy years old; and 
by the statute of 7&8 W.III. c.32. infants under twenty- 
one. This exemption is also extended by divers statutes, 
customs, and charters, to physicians and other medical per- 
sons, counsel, attorneys, officers of the courts, and the like; 
all of whom, if impanelled, must shew their special exemp- 
tion. Clergymen are also usually excused, out of favour and 
respect to their function: but, if they are seised of lands and 
tenements, they are in strictness liable to be impanelled in 
respect of their lay-fees, unless they be in tlfe service of the 
king or of some bishop: ‘27 obsequzo domint regis, vel abicwzus 
‘6 eniscopt’.” 

Ir by means of challenges, or other cause, a sufficient num~ 
ber of unexceptionable jurors doth not appear at the trial, 
either party may pray a ¢ales. A tales 1s a supply of swch men 
as are summoned upon the first panel, in order to make up 
the deficiency. For this purpose, a writ of decem tales, octo 
tales, and the like, was used to be issued to the shenff at com- 
mon law, and must be still so done at a trial at bar, if the 
jurors make default. But at the assises or nzsi prius,‘by vir- 
tue of the statute 35 Hen. VIII. c.6. and other subsequent 
statutes, the judge is empowered at the prayer of either party [ 365 
to award a tales de circumstantrbus! of persons present in 
court, to be joined to the other jurors to try the cause; who 
are liable, however, to the same challenges as the pringigalit 
jurors. This is usually done, till the legal number of twelve 
be completed; in which patriarchal and apostolical number 


h Co. Litt. 158. 3. 1 Append. No. IT. § 4. 
i B,N,B.166 Reg Brev. 179. 
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(8) See RB. v. Edmonds, 4B. & A, 490. ° 
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a itl Edward Coke* hath discovered abundance of mys- 
tery'. (9) 


WHEN a sufficient number of persons impanelled, or éales- 
men, appear, they are then separately sworn, well and truly: 
to try the issue between the parties, and a true verdict to give 
according to the evidence; and hence they are denominated 
the jury, jurata, and jurors, sc. juratores. 


» 


WE may here again observe, and observing we cannot but 
admire, how scrupulously delicate, and how impartially just 
the law of England approves itself, in the constitution and 
frame of a tribunal, thus excellently contrived for the test and 
investigation of truth; which appears most remarkably, 1. In 
the avoiding of frauds and secret management, by electing the 
twelve jurors out of the whole panel by lot. 2. In1t’s caution 
against all partiality and bias, by quashing the whole panel 
or array, if the officer returning 1s suspected to be other than 


kK 1 Inst. 155 ° among the inhabitants of Norway, from 


1 Pausanias relates, that at the trial whom the Normansas well asthe Danes 
of Mars, for murder, in the court deno- were descended, a great veneration was 
minated Areopagus from that inudent, paid to the number twelve  “ nihil 
he was acquitted by a yury composed of ‘“ sanctius, nhl antiguius furt , perinde 
twelve pagan deities. And Dr Hickes, “ac sein tpso hoc numero secreta que- 
who attributes the introduction of this ‘* dam esset religio.’” (Dessert epnsto- 
number to the Normans, tells us that dar 49) Spelm. Gloss. 329. 


(9) Since the passing of the 3G 2 c.25 (see ante, p 358) as each 
panel has commonly seventy-two names in jt, it can hardly ever be neces- 
sary in a common-jury cause to pray a tales. But at 1s still necessary very 
often in special juries, where the panel contains only twenty-four. The 
tales-men are then taken, under the directions of the 7 & 8 W.3. c.32., 
from those who are returned upon some other panel, and then attending 
in the court It is rather in contradiction of the term tales that, by 
4&5 W.&M.c.24 the qualification of the talesmen is only one 
half of that of the ongmal panel, Neither party can be compelled to 

ay a tales, and if no special jurymen attend, the practice is uniform that 
either can In this and similar cases a new special jury cannot be sum- 
moned, but the cause must be tried by the jury first appomted. QR. v. 
Perry, 5T.R.453 But where the same special jurors were struck to try 
several causes on the same question, and the court, dissatisfied with the 
verdict in the first, directed 1t to abide the event of another cause; they 
also on motion discharged the jury from trying the second cause. Mayor 
of Doncaster v. Coe, 3 Taunt.404. * 
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indifferent; and repelling particular jurors, if probable cauda 

be shewn of malice or favour to either party. The prodigious 
multitude of exceptions or challenges allowed to jurors, who 

are the judges of fact, amounts nearly to the same thing as 

‘was practised in the Roman republic, before she lost her 
liberty: that the select judges should be appointed by the 
preetor with the mutual consent of the parties. Or, as Tully™ [ $66 
expresses it: “ neminem voluerunt majores nostri, non modo 

‘“¢ de existimatione cujusquam, sed ne pecuniaria quidem de re 

‘© minima esse gudicem nisi qua inter adversarios convenisset.” 


INDEED these selectz judices bore in many respects a re- 
markable resemblance to our juries: for they were first re-~ 
turned by the preetor ; de decurta senatoria conscribuntur: then 
their names were drawn by lot, till a certain number was 
completed : 22 urnam sortito mittuntur, ut de pluribus necessa= 
72us numerus confict posset: then the parties were allowed their 
challenges ; post urnam permittitur accusatort, ac reo, ut ex illo 
numero rejicrant quos putaverint sib1, aut wnimicos aut ex aliqua 
re wncommodos fore: next they struck what we call a Zales: 
rejectione celebrata, im eorum locum qui rejects fuerunt sub- 
sortiebatur praetor alos, quebus tlle gudicum legitemus numerus 
compleretur+ lastly, the judges, like our jury, were sworn; 
his perfectts, gurabant in leges gudices, wt obstrictt religione 
judicarent". 


THE jury aie now ready to hear the merits; and, to fix 
their attention the closer to the facts which they are impa- 
nelled ‘and sworn to try, the pleadings are opened to them 
by counsel on that side which holds the affirmative of the 
question in issue. For the issue is said to lie, and proof is 
always first required, upon that side which affirms the mat- 
ter in question: in which our law agrees with the civil °; 
“© ec encumbit probatio, qui dicit, non qui negat, cum per rerum 
“ naturam factum-negantis probatio nulla sit.” The operting 


™ Pro Cluentw, 43. judwes selects of the Romans, and the 
» Ascon. tn Circ. Ver. 1.6, A learned juries of the English, that he is tentpted 
writer of our own, Dr Pettingal, hath to cohclude that the latter are derived 
sbewn 1n an elaborate work (published from the former. 
4A. D. 1769 ) so many resemblances be- ° If, 22.8,2. Cod. 4.19. 23, 
tween the 8icasqa of the Greeks, the , 
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’ downsel briefly informs them what has been transacted in the 


[ 367 ] 


court above; the parties, the nature of the action, the decla- 
ration, the plea, replication, and other proceedings, and lastly, 
upon what point the issue is joined, which is there set down 
to be determined. Instead of which formerly? the whole 
record and process of the pleadings was read to them in 
English by the court, and the matter in issue clearly explained 
to their capacities. The nature of the case, and the evidence 
intended to be produced, are next laid before them by coun- 
sel also on the same side: and when their evidence is gone 
through, the advocate on the other side opens the adverse 
case, and supports it by evidence; and then the party which 
began is heard by way of reply. ° 


Tue nature of my present design will not permit me to 
enter into the numberless niceties and distinctions of what is, 
or is not, legal evsdence to a jury’. I shall only therefore 
select a few of the general heads and leading maxims, relative 
to this point, together with some observations on the manner 
of giving evidence. 


Anp, first, evidence signifies that which demonstrates, 
makes clear, or ascertains the truth of the very fact or point in 
issue, either on the one side or on the other; and no evidence 
ought to be admitted to any other point. Therefore upon 
an action of debt, when the defendant denies his bond by the 
plea of non est factum, and the issue is, whether it be the 
defendant’s deed or no; he cannot give a release of this bond 
in evidence: for that does not destroy the bond, and there- 
fore does not prove the issue which he has chosen to rely 
upon, vz. that the bond has no existence. (10) 


P Fortesc. c. 26. out losing some beauty and destroying 

9 This is admirably well performed the chain of the whole, and which hath 
in lord chief baron Gilbert’s excellent lately been engrafted into a very useful 
treatise of evidence , a work which itis work, the mtroduction to the law of 
impossible to abstract or abridge, with- 218 prius, 4t0 1767. 





(10) The forms of what are called general issues vary in the different 
species of action; and some of them are so comprehensive, that théy put in 
issue, that 1s, compel the plaintiff to prove, every material averment in the 
declaration, but even where the form is more narrow, as in the instance 
given, the rule'which 1s founded in justice must not be taken so literally 

AS 


» 
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Acain ; evidence in the trial by jury is of two kinds, either 
that which is given in proof, or that which the jury may 
receive by their own private knowledge.(11) The former, 
or proofs, (to which in common speech the name of evidence 
is usually confined,) are either written, or parol, that is, by 
word of mouth. Written proofs, or evidence, are, 1. Re- 
cords, and 2. Antient deeds of thirty years standing, which 
prove themselves; (12) but 3. Modern deeds, and 4. Other 


writings, must be attested and verified by parol evidence of [ 368 


witnesses. And the one general rule that runs through all 
the doctrine of trials is this, that the best evidence the nature 
of the case will admit of shall always be required, if possible 
to be had; but if not possible, then the best evidence that can 
be had shall be allowed.(13) For if it be found that there 


as to destroy its own end ‘Thus, if a defendant says it 1s not his deed, the 
plaintiff, upon whom the affirmative lies, is bound to shew a deed valid in 
itself, corresponding exactly with the statement of 1t in the declaration, 
delivered by the defendant as his deed, at a time when he was in a com- 
petent state to do such an act. If the defendant can impeach the instru- 
ment in any of these respects, as for example, that he was made to sign 
the instrument when too drunk to know what he did, he may do so in 
support of a plea that it 1s not his deed 

(11) See post, p 374. 

(12) This rule requires some qualification: original records are not 
often produced in evidence before a jury, because they are for public 
security generally made irremoveable, and their contents are to be proved 
by copies. Where the original 1s produced, though 1t yequires no extrinsic 
evrdence to confirm the truth of its contents, yet 1t must itself be authen- 
ticated by seal, or certificate, or parol evidence to be what it professes to 
be, and to come from the right place Of copies, again, there are various 
kinds, of higher and lower credit, and therefore requiring less or more 
authentication; and they vary also in this respect according to the rank 
of the court from which they come, but the highest kind of copy has the 
authentication of the seal of the court in which the original is; and if 1t 
comes from a foreign court, the genuineness of the seal must also be proved. 
So again of deeds, though if a deed appears to have been executed thirty 
years by the date, the execution of it ordinarily need not be proved; yet 
some account should be given of it, where it was found, in whose e&s- 
tody, &c, and if there be any suspicious circumstances about it, any 
blemish, or rasure, there must be some evidence given to clear these up. 
See Philipps on Evidence, vol.1. 438.476 5th edit. 

(13) That is, the best legal evidence, for no difficulty or inability of pro- 
curing primary evidence will suffice to let in that which is not legal. Thus 
if A, who alone saw the trespass of which I complain committed by the 
detendant, be unavoidably absent, I cannot therefore call B.to state what 


he 
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is any better evidence existing than is produced, the very not 
producing it is a presumption that it would have detected 
some falsehood that at present is concealed. ‘Thus, in order 
to prove a lease for years, nothing else shall be admitted but 
the very deed of lease itself, if in being; but if that be posi- 
tively proved to be burnt or destroyed, (not relying on any 
loose negative, as that it cannot be found, or the like,) then 
an attested copy may be produced; or parol evidence. be 
given of it’s contents. So, no evidence of a discourse with 
another will be admitted, but the man himself must be pro- 
duced ; yet in some cases, (as in proofof any general customs, 
or matters of common tradition or repute,) the courts admit 
of hearsay evidence, or an account of what persons deceased 
have declared in their life-time: but such evidence will not 
be received of any particular facts.(14) So too, books of 
account, or shop-books, are not allowed of themselves to be 
given in evidence for the owner; but a servant who made the 
entry may have recourse to them to refresh his memory ; and, 
if such servant (who was accustomed to make those entries) 
be dead, and his hand be proved, the book may be read in 
evidence": for as tradesmen are often under a necessity of 
giving credit without any note or writing, this 1s therefore, 
when accompanied with such other collateral proofs of fair- 
ness and regularity *, the best evidence that can then be pro- 


duced. However this dangerous species of evidence 1s not 
@ 
r Law of nest prius, 282. S Salk. 285 


* 





he heard A say about it, for that would be allowing A to give testimony 
neither on oath, nor confronted with the defendant, nor lable to his 
cross-examination. 

(14) This isa distinction which will require an explanation: suppose the 
question to be upon the custom of a manor, a witness would be allowed to 
state that he had heard an old man, once steward of the manor, now dead, 
say that the custom was, that whoever did such and such a thing forfeited 
his copyhold, but he would not be allowed to state, that he had heard him 
eay that A B had forfeited for that reason. It is said “that in general single 
facts are so frequently mis-represented, or mus-reported, either from inten- 
tion or ignorance, and the various circumstances which have accompanied 
a,fact, and which may be essentially characteristic, are often so little known, 
or if known are so likely to pass unobserved, and to be forgotten in the 
course of time, that no credit can be safély given to such a tradition.” 
Phillipps’s Law of Evidence, vol.1 251. 5th edit. 
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carried so far in England as abroad’; where a man’s own 
books of accounts, by a distortion of the civil law (which 
seems to have meant the same thing as is practised with ‘us ‘) 
with the suppletory oath of the merchant, amount at all 
times to full proof. But as this kind of evidence, even thus 
regulated, would be much too hard upon the buyer at any 
long distance of time, the statute 7 Jac. I. c.12. (the penners 
of which seem to have imagined that the books of themselves 
were evidence at common law) confines this species of proof 
to such transactions as have happened within one year before 
the action brought; unless between merchant and merchant 
in the usual intercourse of trade. For accounts of so recent 
a date, if erroneous, may more easily be unravelled and ad- 
Justed. (15) 


Wits regard to parol evidence, or witnesses ; it must first 
be remembered, that there 1s a process to bring them in by 
writ of subpoena ad testificandum which commands them, 
laying aside all pretences and excuses, to appear at the trial 
on pain of 100/. to be forfeited to the king; to which the 
statute 5 Eliz. c.9. has added a penalty of 10/. to the party 
aggrieved, and damages equivalent to the loss sustained by 
want of his evidence. But no witness, unless his reasonable 
expenses be tendered him, is bound to appear at all; nor, if 
he appears, 1s he bound to give evidence till such charges are 
actually paid him; except he resides within the bills of mor- 
tality, and is summoned to give evidence within the same, 
This <ompulsory process, to bring in unwilling witnesses, 
and the additional terrors of an attachment in case of diso- 


* Gail observat. 2.20 23. Nam exemplo pernicwsum est, ut er 
* Instrumenta domestica, seu privata scripturae credatur, qua unusquisque 
testatro, seu adnotatio, non alus quoque sibt adnotatione propria debitorem con- 
adminwults adjyuventur, ad probationem  stitutl. (Ibid. c.7.) 
sola non sufficunt. (Cod. 4. 19. 5.) 





(15) See the observations of Mr. Philipps, Law of Evidence, vol, i. 
p.263. sth edit upon the dangerous nature of this species of testimony, 
The statute of James having been made upon a misconception of the 
common law, seems to have little or no eperation. For as the books by 
themselves are not evidence for the owners within the year, so I conceive 
under the restrictions mentioned in the text, they are admissible after the 
year, : 
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bedience, are of excellent use in the thorough investigation of 
truth: and, upon the same principle, in the Athenian courts, 
the witnesses who were summoned to attend the trial had the 
choice of three things: either to swear to the truth of the 
fact in question, to deny or abjure it, or else to pay a fine of 
a thousand drachmas “.(16) 


ALL witnesses, of whatever religion or country, that’ have 
the use of their reason, are to be received and examined ex- 
cept such as are znfamous, or such as are znterested in the 
event of the cause (17). All others are competent witnesses ; 
though the jury from other circumstances will judge of their 
credibility. Infamous persons are such as may be challenged 
as jurors, propter delictum , and therefore never shall be ad- 


u Pott, Antiq. b 1. ¢. 21. 


(16) It would have been hard to compel a man to deny a fact positively, 
of which he mght know nothing Potter only says that he was to deny 
“ that he was privy to it” 

(17) The infamy which disqualifies a witness 1s legal infamy, and results 
from “the conviction of an infamois crime followed by judgment”? The 
crimes which are infamous, are all treasons, felonies, (except petty lar- 
cemies,) and every species of the ertmen falst, as forgery, perjury. In all 
cases the infamy must be strictly proved on the witness, even his admission 
of the fact will not be sufficient, and the incompetency is removed in all 
cases, where it 1s only a consequence of the judgment, by a pardon under 
the great seal; and where the crime 1s a felony within benefit of clergy, 
the suffering of the punishment has the same effect. 

As to the interest which disqualifies a witness, 1t 1s not very easy to re- 
concile the antient with the modern decisions, or even always the inodern 
with each other. The safest general rules are, that where the verdict may 
be used for or against the witness in a subsequent action, or where he has 
a certain, direct, and immediate interest n the event of the suit, he cannot 
at common law be a witness, unless he be a servant or agent for either 
party. For persons in that situation are admitted for the sake of trade, 
and the common usage of business, contracts being constantly made, 
money paid, goods delivered, &c. by agents and servants, and only capable 
of proof by them, who yet of course are answerable over to their prin- 
eipals. Interest also will not disqualify the witness if it has been subse- 
quently and improperly acquired for the mere purpos¢ of shutting out his 
own testimony. It need hardly be stated that wherever the interest is 
capable of being released, and is so released, or even where the witness or 
party offers to release it, but the offer is declined, the competency of the 
witness is restored, See Phuillipps’s Law of Evidence, vol.1. pp. 28. 


euh 
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mitted to give evidence to inform that jury, with whom they. 
were too scandalous to associate. Interested witnesses may 
be examined upon a vor dire, if suspected to be secretly 
concerned in the event; or their interest may be proved in 
court. Which last is the only method of supporting an ob- 
jection to the former class: for no man is to be examined to 
prove his own infamy. And no counsel, attorney, or other 
person, intrusted with the secrets of the cause by the party 
himself shall be compelled, or perhaps allowed, to give evi- 
dence of such conversation or matters of privacy, as came to 
his knowledge by virtue of such trust and confidence’: but 
he may be examined as to mere matters of fact, as the exe- 
cution of a deed or the like, which might have come to his 
knowledge without being intrusted in the cause. 


One witness (if credible) is sufficeent evidence to a jury, 
any single fact, though undoubtedly the concurrence of two 
or more corroborates the proof. Yet our law considers that 
there are many transactions to which only one person 1s privy ; 
and therefore does not always demand the testimony of two, 
which the civil law universally requires. * Unzus omnzino testis 
“¢ sesponsio non audzatur™.” ‘Yo extricate itself out of which 
absurdity, the modern practice of the civil law courts has 
plunged itself into another. For, as they do not allow a less 
number than two witnesses to be plena probatzo, they call the 
testimony of one, though never so clear and positive, semi- 
plena probatio only, on which no sentence can be founded. 
To make up, therefore, the necessary complement of witnesses, 
when they have one only to a single fact, they admit the 
party himself (plamtiff or defendant) to be examined in his 
own behalf; and administer to him what is called the supple- 
tory oath; and, if his evidence happens to be in his own 
favour, this immediately converts the half proof into a whole 
one. By this ingenious device satisfying at once the forms of 
the Roman law, and acknowledging the superior reasonable~ 
ness of the law of England: which permits one witness to be 
sufficient where no more are to be had: and, to avoid all 
temptations of perjury, lays it down as an invariable rule, that 
nemo testis esse debet tn propria causa. 


vY Law of nisi preus, 284, . W Cod. 4. 20. 9. 
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Positive proof is always required, where from the nature 
of the case it appears it might possibly have been’had. But 
next to positive proof, czrcumstantial evidence or the doctrine 
of presumptions must take place; for when the fact itself can- 
not be demonstratively evinced, that which comes nearest to 
the proof of the fact is the proof of such circumstances as 
either necessarily or usually, attend such facts; and these are 
called presumptions, which are only to be relied upon till the 
contrary be actually proved. Stabztur praesumptiont donec 
probetur wn contrarium™. Violent presumption is many times 
equal to full proof’; for there those circumstances appear, 
which zecessarily attend the fact. As if a landlord sues for 
rent due at Michaelmas 1754, and the tenant cannot prove 
the payment, but produces an acquittance for rent due at a 
subsequent time, in full of all demands, this is a violent pre- 
sumption of his having paid the former rent, and 1s equiva- 
lent to full proof; for though the actual payment 1s not 
proved, yet the acquittance in full of all demands 1s proved, 
which could not be without such payment; and it therefore 
induces so forcible a presumption, that no proof shall be ad- 
mitted to the contrary’.(18) Probable presumption, arising 


x Co. Litt. 373. ¥ Ibid. 6. 2 Galb. evid.161. 


——— 


(18) The author does not, perhaps, literally mean here that no evidence 
would be received, if 1n fact 1t could be produced, to rebut even the most 
violent presumption, for the maxim which he has cited above, implies the 
contrary ; but I suppose him to mean that such a presumption 1s so weighty, 
that no evidence will countervail it. Even in this light it 1s too strongly 
expressed, for the acquittance might undoubtedly be shewn to have been 
given by mistake, or extorted by menace, or drawn from the paity by 
fraud. So ain Lord Coke’s instance, “1f one be runne thorow the bodie 
with a sword in a house, whereof he instantly dieth, and a man 1s seene to 
come out of that house with a bloody sword, and no other man was at 
that time in the housé.” The party here might have run himself through 
the body in spite of the endeavours of the other to the contrary, and if 
a witness had seen that from an opposite window, undoubtedly he would 
be received to destroy the violent presumption arising from the apparent 
circumstances. Indeed if witnesses are receivable, as they daily are, to con- 
tradict or explain away positive proof, of course they must @ fortsor: be so 
to rebut presumptive proof. ; 

But there are presumptions in law, which are not controvertible; that 
is, where the law has declared that such a consequence always follows such 
a fact, and therefore withdraws that consequence from the decision of the 
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from such circumstances as usuaily attend the fact, hath also 
it's due weight: as if, in a suit for rent due in 1754, the 
tenant proves the payment of the rent due in 1755; this will 
prevail to exonerate the tenant’, unless it be clearly shewn 
that the rent of 1754 was retained for some special reason, 
or that there was some fraud or mistake: for otherwise it will 
be presumed to have been paid before that in 1755, as it is 
most usual to receive first the rents of longest standing. gght, 
er rash, presumptions have no weight or validity at all. . 


THE oath administered to the’ witness is not only that [ 372 
what he deposes shall be true, but that he shall also depose 
the whole truth: so that he is not to conceal any part of what 
he knows, whether interrogated particularly to that point or 
not. And all this evidence is to be given in open court, in 
the presence of the parties, their attorneys, the counsel, and 
all by-standers, and before the judge and jury: each party 
having liberty to except to it’s competency, which exceptions 
are publicly stated, and by the judge are openly and publicly 
allowed or disallowed, in the face of the country: which must 
curb any secret bias or partiality that might arise in his own 
breast. And if, either in his directions or decisions, he mis- 
states the law by ignorance, inadvertence, or design, the 
counsel on either side may require him publicly to seal a zi 
of exceptions, stating the pomt wherein he is supposdd to 
err: and this he is obliged to seal by statute Westm.2. 
13 Edw.I. c.31. or, if he refuses so to do, the party may have 
a compulsory writ against him, commanding him to seal it, 
if the fact alleged be truly stated: and if he returns, that the 
fact is untruly stated, when the case is otherwise, an action 
will lie against him for making a false return. This bill of 
exceptions is in the nature of an appeal; examinable, nat in 
the court out of which the recond issues for the trial at szsz 
priys, but in the next immediate superior court, upon a writ 


. Co, Litt. $73. b Reg, 


jury. These therefore are not the proper snbject of evidence, as 
derstand the word here, and therefore when the causing 

as no evidence aliunde is required to prove, ao none will be admitted to. 
rebut the consequence. Thus if a conspiracy to _ 

person be proved, the law presumes an intention to kill him, Fost.196. 
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of error, after judgment given in the court below.(19) But 
a demurrer to evidence shall be determined by the court out 
of which the record is sent. This happens, where a record 
or other matter is produced in evidence, concerning the legal 
consequences of which there arises a doubt in law; in which 
case the adverse party may, if he pleases, demur to the whole 
evidence; which admits the truth of every fact that has been 
alleged, but denies the sufficiency of them all in point of law 
to maintain or overthrow the issue‘: which draws the ques- 
tion of law from the cognizance of the jury, to be decided 
(as it ought) by the court. But neither these demurrers to 
evidence, nor the bills of exceptions, are at present so much in 
use as formerly; smce the more frequent extension of the 
discretionary powers of the court in granting a new trial, 
which is now very commonly had for the misdirection of the 
judge at nzsz prius. (20) 


THIS open examination of witnesses vzva voce, m the pre- 
sence of all mankind, is much more conducive to the clearing 
up of truth‘, than the private and secret examination taken 
down in writing before an officer, or his clerk, in the eccle- 
siastical courts, and all others that have borrowed their prac- 
tice from the civil law; where a witness may frequently depose 


© Co Litt. 72. 5 Rep,104. ¢ Hale’s Hist, C L. 254, 5, 6 


(19) As a writ of error, whether for error in law, or error im fact, 
must always be grounded upon some fault either apparent on the record, 
or suggested upon it, (see post, p 407) there was before this statute no 
remedy by way of appeal, if the judge received or admitted evidence im- 
properly at the trial, and the court out of which the record came, con- 
firmed his decision upon an application for a new trial; (indeed at the 
time of the passing of the statute, new trials were not granted for such 
reasons ;) for as the record gives no account of the evidence or the parti- 
culars of the tnal, the error committed would not appear upon 1t ; and yet 
it is obvious that the fate of the cause might have turned upon the deci- 
sion complained of. The statute, therefore, was a most beneficial one. 
In proceeding under it, the yudgment 1s first entered up in the court below, 
and the party then sues out his writ of error, enters upon the record the 
proceedings below to which he objects, and assigns the fault he finds with 
them. These are considered by the court of error, and the judgment is 
either confirmed or reversed, as in other cases. 

For an account of demurrers to evidence, see the case of Gibson 
v. Hunter, 2H,Bl-205. 
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that in private, which he will be ashamed to testify in a public 
and solemn tribunal. There an artful or careless scribe may 
make a witness speak what he never meant, by dressing up 
his depositions in hisown forms and language; but he is here 
at liberty to correct and explain his meaning, if misunder- 
stood, which he can never do after a written deposition is 
once taken. Besides, the occasional questions of the judge, 
the jury, and the counsel, propounged to the witnesses on a 
sudden, will sift out the truth much better than a formal set 
of interrogatories previously penned and settled; and the 
confronting of adverse witnesses 1s also another opportunity 
of obtaining a clear discovery, which can never be had upon 
any other method of trial. Nor is the presence of the judge, 
during the examination, a matter of small importance: for, 
besides the respect and awe with which his presence will 
naturally inspire the witness, he is able by use and experience 
to keep the evidence from wandering from the point in issue. 
In short, by this method of exammation, and this only, the 
persons who are to decide upon the evidence have an oppor- 


tunity of observing the quality, age, education, understanding, 


behaviour, and inclinations of the witness; in which points 
all persons must appear alike, when them depositions are re- 
duced to writing, and read to the judge, in the absence of 
those who made them; and yet as much may be frequently 
collected from the manner in which the evidence 1s delivered, 
as from the matter of it. These are a few of the advantages 
attending this, the English way of giving testimony, ore tenus. 
Which was also indeed familiar among the antzent Romans, 
as may be collected from Quintilian *; who lays down very 
good instructions for examining and cross-examining wit- 
nesses viva voce. And this, or somewhat like it, was con- 
tinued as low as the time of Hadrian*: but the civil law, 
as it is now modelled, rejects all public examination of wit- 
nesses, 


As to such evidence as the jury may have in their own 
consciences, by their private knowledge of facts, it was an 


© Institut. Orat. l. 5. ¢ 7. “ mations sint, et, gur semplicater vist 
f See hus epistle to Varus, the legate “‘ sunt dicere; utrum unum eundemque 
or judge of Cilicia “tu magis scire  meditatum sermonem attulerint, an ad 
“* potes, quanta fides habenda st testibus, ‘‘ ca que imterrogaveras, extempore ve- 
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antient doctrine, that this had as much right to sway their 
judgment as the written or parol evidence which is delivered 
in court. And therefore it hath been often held’, that though 
no proofs be produced on either side, yet the jury might 
bring in a verdict. For the oath of the jurors, to find accord- 
ing to their evidence, was construed " to be, to do it according 
to the best of their own knowledge. This seems to have 
arisen from the antient practice in taking recognitions of 
assise, at the first introduction of that remedy; the sheriff 
being bound to return such recognitors as knew the truth of 
the fact, and the recognitors, when sworn, being to retire 
immediately from the bar, and bring in their verdict accord- 
ing to their own personal knowledge, without hearmg extrin- 
sic evidence or receiving any direction from the yudge’. And 
the same doctrine (when attaints came to be extended to 
trials by jury, as well as to recognitions of assise) was also 
applied to the case of common jurors; that they might escape 
the heavy penalties of the attaznt, in case they could shew by 
any additional proof, that their verdict was agreeable to the 
truth, though not according to the evidence produced; with 

[ 375 ] which additional proof the law presumed they were privately 
acquainted, though :t did not appear in court. But this doc- 
trine was again gradually exploded, when atiaents began to be 
disused, and new trials introduced in their stead. For it is 
quite incompatible with the grounds upon which such new 
trials are every day awarded, wz. that the verdict was given 
without, ox contrary to, evidence. And therefore, together 
with new trials, the practice seems to have been first intro- 
duced *, which now universally obtains, that if a juror knows 
any thing of the matter in issue, he may be sworn as a wit- 
ness, and give his evidence publicly in court. 


WueEn the evidence is gone through on both sides, the 
judge, in the presence of the parties, the counsel, and all 
others, sums up the whole to the jury: omitting all super- 
fuous circumstances, observing wherein the main question 
and principal issue lies, stating what evidence has been given 


14Hen. VII. 29. Plowd. § Bract. 1.4, 1. 1%§38. Filet. 


Ch. 28. WRONGS. sis 


to support it, with such remarks as he thinks necessary for 
their direction, and giving them his opinion in matters of law 
arising upon that evidence. 


THE jury, after the proofs are summed up, unless the case 
be very clear, withdraw from the bar to consider of their 
verdict: and, in order to avoid intemperance and causeléss 
delay, are to be kept without meat, drink, fire, or candle, 
unless by permission of the judge, till they are all unani- 
mously agreed. A method of accelerating unanimity not 
wholly unknown in other constitutions of Europe, and in 
matters of greater concern. For by the golden bull of the 
empire', if, after the congress 1s opened, the electors delay 
the election of a king of the Romans for thirty days, they 
shall be fed only with bread and water, till the same is ac- 
complished. But if our juries eat or drink at all, or have 
any eatables about them, without consent of the court, and 
before verdict, 1t 1s fineable; and if they do so at his charge 
for whom they afterwards find, it will set aside the verdict. 
Also if they speak with either of the parties or their agents, 
after they are gone from the bar; or if they receive any fresh 
evidence in private; or if to prevent disputes they cast lots 
for whom they shall find; any of these circumstances will 
entirely vitiate the verdict.(21) And it has been held, that 
if the jurors do not agree in their verdict before the judges 
are about to leave the town, though they are not to be threat- 
ened or imprisoned ™, the judges are not bound to’ wait for 
them, but may carry them round the circuit from.town to 
town inacart". This necessity of a total unanimity seems to 
be peculiar to our own constitution® ; or, at least in the xembda 


1 ch 2, © See Barrington on the statutes, 19, 
™ Mur.c.4 § 24 20, 21 
© Lb. Ass. fol. 40. pl.ll. 





(21) But the courts are extremely scrupulous as to the means by which 
they arrive at the knowledge of any such facts, as 1t might lead to the. 
worst consequences both im corrupting and degrading the administration 
of justice, if verdicts were lightly questioned on these grounds, They 
will, therefore, not receive affidavits of jurymen themselves to the fact, 
who thereby disclose their own misdemeanor ; the information must come 
from third persons; and be specific and clear. See1T.R.11, 

526. 8 Taunt. 26. 
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or jury of the antient Goths, there was required (even in cri- 
minal cases)’ only the consent of the major part; and in case 
of an equality, the defendant was held to be acquitted °. 


‘Wuen they are all unanimously agreed, the jury return 
back to the bar; and, before they deliver their verdict, the 
plaintiff 1s bound to appear in court, by himself, attorney, or 
counsel, in order to answer the amercement to which by the 
old law he is lable, as has been formerly mentioned 4, in 
case he fails in his suit, as a punishment for his false claim. 
To be amerced, or @ mercie, 1s to be at the king’s mercy with 
regard to the fine to be imposed ; zn mzsericor dra domint regis 
pro falso clamore suo. ‘The amercement is disused, but the 
form still continues; and if the plaintiff does not appear, no 
verdict can be given, but the plaintiff is said to be nonsuzt, 
non sequitur clamorem suum. ‘Therefore it is usual for a plain- 
tiff, when he or his counsel perceives that he has not given 
evidence sufficient to maintain his issue, to be voluntarily 
nonsuited, or withdraw himself: whereupon the crier is 
ordered to call the plaintiff and if neither he, nor anybody 
for him, appears, he 1s nonsuited, the jurors are discharged, 
the action is at an end, and the defendant shall recover his 
costs. ‘The reason of this practice 1s, that a nonsuit 1s more 
eligible for the plaintiff; than a verdict against him: for after 
a nonsuit, which is only a default, he may commence the same 
suit again for the same cause of action; but after a verdict had, 
and judgment consequent thereupon, he is for ever barred 
from attacking the defendant upon the same ground of com- 


plaint. But, in case the plaintiff appears, the jury by their 
foreman deliver in their verdict. 


A VERDICT, vere dictum, is either privy, or public. A privy 
verdict is when the judge hath left or adjourned the court: 
and the jury, being agreed, in order to be delivered from 
their confinement, obtain leave to give their verdict privily to 
the judge out of court": which privy verdict is of no force, 
unless afterwards affirmed by a public verdict given openly in 


P Suern J.1.¢.4 court to his own lodgings, and there 
1 Page275 See also Vol IV. 379. receives the verdict, itis a public and 
* If the judge hath adjourned the not a privy verdict. 
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court; wherein the jury may, if they please, vary from the 
privy verdict. So that the privy verdict is indeed ere 
nullity ; and yet it is a dangerous practice, allowing time for 
the parties to tamper with the jury, and therefore very sel- 
dom indulged. But the only effectual and legal verdict is 
the public verdict: in which they openly declare to have 
found the issue for the plaintiff, or for the defendant; and: 
if for the plaintiff, they assess the damages also sustained by 
the plaintiff, in consequence of the injury upon which the 
action is brought. 


SometiMEs, if there arises in the case any difficult matter 
of law, the jury, for the sake of better information, and to 
avoid the danger of having their verdict attainted, will find a 
special verdict ; which 1s grounded on the statute of Westm. 2. 
13 Edw.I.c.30.§2. And herein they state the naked facts, 
as they find them to be proved, and pray the advice of the 
court thereon; concluding conditionally, that if upon the 
whole matter the court should be of opinion that the plaintiff 
had cause of action, they then find for the plaintiff; if other- 
wise, then for the defendant. This is entered at length on 
the record and afterwards argued and determined in the court 
at Westminster, from whence the issue came to be tried. (22) 


ANOTHER method of finding a species of special verdict, is 
when the jury find a verdict generally for the plaintiff, but 
subject nevertheless to the opinion of the judge of the court 
above, on a speczal case stated by the counsel on both sides, 
with regard to a matter of law- which has this advantage 
over a special verdict, that it 1s attended with much less ex- 
pence, and obtains a much speedier decision; the postea (of 
which in the next chapter) being stayed in the hands of the 
officer of mzsz przus, till the question is determined, and the 
verdict is then entered for the plaintiff or defendant, as the 


(22) The jury cannot be compelled to find a special verdict, and it is 
this circumstance which renders the demurrer to evidence a necessary pro- 
vision in the law. No man will demur to evidence, if the jury will find 
the facts specially, for by demurmng he admits the truth of all the evidence, 
which prevents him from taking the chance of the jury negativing some 
parts of it by their verdict. 
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case nay happen. But, as nothing appears upon the record 
but the general verdict, the parties are precluded hereby from 
.the benefit of a writ of error, if dissatisfied with the judgment 
of the court or judge upon the point of law. Which makes 
ita thing to be wished, that a method could be devised of 
either lessenmg the expence of special verdicts, or else of en- 
teting the cause at length upon the postea. But in both these 
stances the jury may, if they think proper, take upon them~ 
selves to determine, at their own hazard, the complicated 
question of fact and law; and, without either special verdict 
or special case, may find a verdict absolutely either for the 
plaintiff or defendant’. 


Wuen the jury have delivered in their verdiet, and 1t is 
recorded in court, they are then discharged. And so ends the 
trial by jury: atrial which, besides the other vast advan- 
tages which we have occasionally observed in its progress, 
is also as expeditious and cheap, as it is convenient, equit- 
able, and certam; for a commission out of chancery, or the 
civil law courts, for examining witnesses in one cause will 
frequently last as long, and of course be full as expensive, as 
the trial of a hundred issues at nse prius and yet the fact 
cannot be determined by such commissioners at all: no, not 
till the depositions are published, and read at the hearmg of 
me cause in court. 


[ 379 } Upon these accounts the trial by jury ever has been, and I 
trust ever will be, looked upon as the glory of the English 
law. And if it has so great an advantage over others in re- 
gulating civil property, how much must that advantage be 
heightened, when it is applied to criminal cases! But this 
we must refer to the ensuing book of these commentaries : 
only observing for the present, that it is the most transcendent 
privilege which any subject can enjoy, or wish for, that he 
cannot be affected either in his property, his liberty, or his 
person, but by the unanimous consent of twelve of his neigh- 
bours and equals. A constitution, that I may venture to 
aiirm has, under Providence, secured the just liberties of 
this nation for a long succession of ages. And therefore a 


* Litt. § 368. 
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celebrated French writer‘, who concludes, that because Rome, 
Sparta, and Carthage have lost their liberties, therefore those 
of England in time must perish, should have recollected that 
Rome, Sparta, and Carthage. at the time when their liberties 
were lost, were strangers to the trial by jury. 


Great as this eulogium may seem, it is no more than this 
admirable constitution, when traced to it’s principles, will be 
found in sober reason to deserve. The impartial administre- 
tion of justice, which secures both our persons and our pro- 
perties, is the great end of civil society. Butif that be en- 
tirely entrusted to the magistracy, a select body of men, and 
those generally selected by the prince or such as enjoy the 
highest offices in the state, their decisions, in spight of their 
own natural integrity, will have frequently an involuntary bias 
towards those of their own rank and dignity: it is not to be 
expected from human nature, that the few should be always 
attentive to the imterests and good of the many. On the 
other hand, if the power of judicature were placed at random 
in the hands of the multitude, their decisions would be wild 
and capricious, and a new rule of action would be every day 
established in our courts. It 1s wisely therefore ordered, 
that the principles and axioms of law, which are general 
propositions, flowing from abstracted reason, and not accom- 
modated to times or to men, should be deposited in the 
breasts of the judges, to be occasionally applied to such facts 
as come properly ascertained before them. For here par- 
tiality can have little scope: the law 1s well known, and is the 
same for all ranks and degrees; it follows as‘a regular conclu- 
sion from the premises of fact pre-established. But in settling 
and adjusting a question of fact, when entrusted to any single 
magistrate, partiality and injustice have an ample field to 
range in; either by boldly asserting that to be proved which is 
not so, or by more artfully suppressing some circumstances, 
stretching and warping others, and distinguishing away the 
remainder. Here therefore a competent number of sensible 
and upright jurymen, chosen by lot from among those of the 
middle rank, will be found the best investigators of truth, and 
the surest guardians of public justice. For the most power- 


t Montesq. Sp. L. xi. 6. 
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ful individual in the state will be cautious. of committing any 
flagrant invasion of another’s right, when he knows that the 
fact of his oppression must be examined and decided by 
twelve indifferent men, not appointed till the hour’ of trial; 
and that, when once the fact is ascertained, the law must of 
course redress it. This, therefore, preserves in the hands of 
the people that share which they ought to have in the admi- 
nistration of public justice, and prevents the encroachments 
of the more powerful and wealthy citizens. Every new tri- 
bunal, erected for the decision of facts, without the inter- 
vention of a jury, (whether composed of justices of the peace, 
commissioners of the revenue, judges of a court of conscience, 
or any other standing magistrates,) is a step towards estab- 
lishing aristocracy, the most oppressive of absolute govern- 
ments. The feodal system, which for the sake of military 
subordination pursued an aristocratical plan in all it’s arrange- 
ments of property, had been intolerable in times of peace, had 
it not been wisely counterpoised by that privilege, so univer- 
sally diffused through every part of it, the trial by the feodal 
peers. And in every country on the continent, as the trial 
by the peers has been gradually disused, so the nobles have 
increased in power, till the state has been torn to pieces 
by rival factions, and oligarchy in effect has been established, 
though under the shadow of regal government; unless where 
the miserable commons have taken shelter under absolute 
monarchy, as the lighter evil of the two. And, particularly, 
it is a circumstance well worthy an Englishman’s observation, 
that in Sweden the trial by jury, that bulwark of northern 
liberty, which continued in its full vigour so lately as the 
middle of the last century",:1s now fallen mto disuse”: and 
that there, though the regal power is in no country so closely 
limited, yet the liberties of the commons are extinguished, and 
the government is degenerated into a mere aristocracy*. It 
is, therefore, upon the whole, a duty which every man owes 
to his country, his frends, his posterity, and himself, to main-' 
tain to the utmost of his power this valuable constitution in all 
its rights ; to restore it to its antient dignity, if at all impaired 
by the different value of property, or otherwise deviated from 


2 Whitelocke of parl 427 x Tbd.17. 
¥ Mod. Un, Hist xxxw 22 
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it’s first institution; to amend it wherever it is defective; 
and, above all, to guard with the most jealous circumspec- 
tion against the introduction of new and arbitrary methods of 
trial, which, under a variety of plausible pretences, may in 
time imperceptibly undermine this best preservative of English 
hberty. 


Yet, after all, it must be owned, that the best and most 
effectual method to preserve and extend the trial by jury in 
practice, would be by endeavouring to remove all the defects, 
as well as to improve the advantages, incident to this mode 
of ynquiry. If justice 1s not done to the entire satisfaction of 
the people, in this method of deciding facts, in spite of all en- 
comiums and panegyrics on trials at the common law, they 
will resort in search of that justice to another tribunal; 
though more dilatory, though more expensive, though more 
arbitrary 1n it’s frame and constitution. If justice is not done 
to the crown by the verdict of a jury, the necessities of the 
public revenue will call for the erection of summary tribunals. 
The principal defects seem to be, 


1 THE want of a complete discovery by the oath of the 
parties. This each of them is now entitled to have, by going 
through the expense and circuity of a court of equity, and 
therefore it 1s sometimes had by consent, even in the courts 
of law. How far such a mode of compulsive examination is 
agreeable to the rights of mankind, and ought to be introduced 
in any country, may be matter of curious discussion, but is 
foreign to our present inquiries. It has long been introduced 
and established in our courts of equity, not to mention the 
civil law courts . and it seems the height of judicial absurdity, 
that in the same cause between the same parties, in the exa- 
mination of the same facts, a discovery by the oath of the 
parties should be permitted on one side of Westminster-hall, 
and denied on the other: or that the judges of one and the 
same court should be bound by law to reject such a species 
of evidence, if attempted on a trial at bar, but, when sitting 
the next day as a court of equity, should be obliged to hear 
such examination read, and to found their decrees upon it. 
In short, within the same country, governed by the same 


[ 382 


[ 383 ] 
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laws, such a mode of inquiry should be universally admitted, 
or else universally rejected. 


g. A sEcoND defect is of a nature somewhat similar to the 
first: the want of a compulsive power for the production of 
books and papers belonging to the parties. In the hands of 
third persons they can generally be obtained by rule of court, 
or by adding a clause of requisition to the writ of subpoena, 
which is then called a subpoena duces tecum. But, in mercan- 
tile transactions especially, the sight of the party’s own books 
is frequently decisive; as the day-book of a trader, where the 
transaction was recently entered, as really understood at the 
time; though subsequent events may tempt him to give it 
a different colour. And, as this evidence may be finally 
obtained, and produced on a trial at law, by the circuitous 
course of filing a bill in equity, the want of an origina] power 
for the same purposes in the courts of law is liable to the 
same observations as were made on the preceding article. (23) 


3. ANOTHER want 1s that of powers to examine witnesses 
abroad, and to receive their depositions in writing, where the 
witnesses reside, and especially when the cause of action arises 
in a foreign country. ‘To which may be added the power of 
examining witnesses that are aged, or going abroad, upon in~ 
terrogatories de bene esse , to be read in evidence if the trial 
should be deferred till after their death or departure, but 
otherwise to be totally suppressed. Both these are now very 
frequently effected by mutual consent, if the parties are open 
and candid; and they may also be done indirectly at any 
time, through the channel of a court of equity; but such a 
practice has never yet been directly adopted’ as the rule of 


Y See page 75. 





(25) This defect 1s partially remedied by giving the party a notice to 
produce them, which 1s not, indeed, compulsory on him, but if disobeyed 
it throws some reflection on his case, and enables the other party to adduce 
secondary evidence, if he have any such, of the contents of the books :— 
The subpoena duces tecum on a witness is compulsory, the papers in his pos- 
session must be brought into court, but whether on grounds of public 
pohcy, or private professional confidence, or any other reason, it may be 
proper to read them in evidence, is a question for the judge to deter- 
mine 
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a court of law. (24) Yet where the cause of action arises in 
India, and a suit is brought thereupon in any of’ the king’s 
courts at Westminster, the court may issue a commission to 
examine witnesses upon the spot, and transmit the depositions 
to England ’*. 


4, THe administration of justice should not only be chaste, 
but should not even be suspected. A jury coming from the 
neighbourhood has in some respects a great advantage ; but 
is often liable to strong objections ; especially in small juris- 
dictions, as in cities which are counties of themselves, and 
such where assises are but seldom holden; or where the 
question in dispute has an extensive local tendency ; where a 
cry has been raised, and the passions of the multitude been 
inflamed; or where one of the parties is popular, and the 
other a stranger or obnoxious. It is true that, if a whole 
county 1s interested in the question to be tried, the trial by 
the rule of law* must be in some adjoining county; but, as 
there may be a strict interest so minute as not to occasion any 
bias, so there may be the strongest bias without any pecuniary 
interest. In all these cases, to summon a jury, labouring 
under local prejudices, is laying a snare for their consciences: 
and, though they should have virtue and vigour of mind suf- 
ficient to keep them upright, the parties will grow suspicious, 
and resort under various pretences to another mode of trial. 
The «courts of law will therefore in ¢ransetory actions very 
often change the venue, or county wherein the cause is to be 
tried®; but in local actions, though they sometimes do it in- [ 384 
directly and by mutual consent, yet to effect it directly and 
absolutely, the parties are driven to a court of equity; where,’ 
upon meking out a proper case, it is done upon the ground 
of being necessary to a fair, impartial, and _ satisfactory 
trial °. 


* Stat 13 Geo. ITT c. 63 rected by the house of lords in the cause 
* Stra.177. between the Duke of Devonshire and 
® See page 294, the miners of the county of Derby, 


* This, among a number of other in- 4. D. 1762. 
stances, was the case of the issuesdi- = * 


(24) But the courts have nearly obviated this difficulty, for if the plain- 
tiff will not consent, they will put off the trial at the instance of the de- 
fendant, and if the defendant refuses, they will not compel the plaintiff to 
go to trial. 


[ 385 }° 
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Tne locality of trial required by the common law seems a 
consequence of the antient locality of jurisdiction. All over 
the world, actions transitory follow the person of the defend- 
ant, territorial suits must be discussed in the territorial tri- 
bunal. I may sue a Frenchman here for a debt contracted 
abroad; but lands lying in France must be sued for there, 
and English lands must be sued for in the kingdom of Eng- 
land. Formerly they were usually demanded only in the 
court-baron of the manor, where the steward could summon 
no jurors but such as were the tenants of the lord. When 
the cause was removed to the hundred court, (as seems to 
have been the course in the Saxon times °,) the lord of the 
hundred had a farther power, to convoke the inhabitants of 
different vills to form a jury: observing probably always to 
intermix among them a stated number of tenants of that manor 
wherein the dispute arose. When afterwards it came to 
the county court, the great tribunal of Saxon justice, the 
sheriff had wider authority, and could impanel a jury from 
the men of his county at large: but was obliged (as a mark 
of the original locality of the cause) to return a competent 
number of hundredors; omitting the inferior distinction, if 
indeed it ever existed. And when at length, after the con- 
quest, the king’s justiciars drew the cognizance of the cause 
from the county-court, théugh they could have summoned a 
jury from any part of the kingdom, yet they chose to take the 
cause as they found it, with all it’s local appendages ; triable by 
a stated number of hundredors, mixed with other freeholders 
of the county. The restriction as to hundredors hath gra- 
dually worn away, and at length entirely vanished *; that of 
counties still remains, for many beneficial purposes: but, as 
the king’s courts have a jurisdiction co-extensive with the 
kingdom, there surely can be no impropriety in sometimes 
departing from the general rule, when the great ends of jus- 
tice warrant and require an exception. 


I wave ventured to mark these defects, that the just pane- 
gyric, which I have given on the trial by jury, might appear 
to be the result of sober reflection, and not of enthusiasm or 


¢ LL, Edw. Conf. c. 32. Wilk. 2038. * See page 360, 
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prejudice. But should they, after all, continne unremedied 
and unsupplied, still, (with all it’s imperfections) I trust that 
this mode of decision will be found the best criterion, for 
investigating the truth of facts, that was ever established in 
any country, 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTY-FOURTH. 


or JUDGMENT anp :r’s INCIDENTS. 


N the present chapter we are to consider the transactions 
in a cause, next immediately subsequent to arguing the 
demurrer, or trial of the issue. 


Ir the issue be an issue of fact; and, upon trial by any of 
the methods mentioned in the two preceding chapters, it be 
found for either the plaintiff or defendant, or specially; or 
if the plaintiff makes default, or 1s nonsuit; or whatever, in 
short, is done subsequent to the joming of issue and awarding 
the trial, it is entered on record, and is called a postea*. The 
substance of which is, that postea, afterwards, the said plain- 
tiff and defendant appeared by their attormes at the place of 
trial; and a jury, being sworn, found such a verdict; or, that 
the plaintiff, after the jury sworn, made default, and did not 
prosecute his suit; or, as the case may happen. This is added 
to the roll, which is now retuined to the court from which it 
was sent (1); and the history of the cause, from the time it 
was earried out, is thus continued by the postea. 


Next follows, sixthly, the judgment of the court upon what 
has previously passed; both the matter of law and matter of 
fact being now fully weighed and adjusted. Judgment may 

[ 387 ] however for certain causes be suspended, or finally arrested : 
for it cannot be entered till the next term after trial had, and 
that upon notice to the other party. So that if amy defect of 
justice happened at the trial, by surprise, inadvertence, or 
misconduct, the party may have relief in the court above, by 


* Append No. II. § 4. 
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obtaining a new trial ; er if, notwithstanding the issue of fact 
be regularly decided, it appears that the complaint was either 
not actionable in itselfer not made with sufficient precision 
and accuracy, the party may supersede it by arresting -or 
staying the judgment. 


1. Causes of suspending the judgment by granting. a 
tvzal, are at present wholly extrznszc, arising from matter fo- 
reign to, or dehors the record. Of this sort are want of notice 
of trial; or any flagrant misbehaviour of the party prevailing 
towards the jury, which may have influenced their verdict ; 
or any gross misbehaviour of the jury among themselves: 
also, if st appears by the judge’s report, certified to the court, 
that the yury have brought in a verdict without or contrary 
to evidence, so that he.is reasonably dissatisfied therewith ° ; 
or if they have given exorbitant damages‘; or if the judge 
himself has misdirected the jury, so that they found an‘ un- 
justifiable verdict: for these, and other reasons of the’like» * 
kind, it is the practice of the court to award a new, or second, 
tial. But if two juries agree in the same or a similar-verdict, 
a third trial is seldom awarded *: forthe law will not readily 
suppose, that the verdict of any one subsequent jury can coun- 
tervail the oaths of the two preceding ones. 


THE exertion of these superintendent. powers of the king’s 
courts, in setting aside the verdict of a jury and granting a new 
trial, on account of misbehaviour 1n the jurors, 1s of a date ex~- 
tremely antient. ‘There are instances, in the year-books of . 
the reigns of Edward III.*, Henry IV.', and Henry WIL. &, 
of judgments beg stayed (even after a trial at bar). and-new 
venires awarded, because the jury had eat and drank without [ 388 
consent of the judge, and because the plaintiff had priyately 
given a paper to a juryman before he was sworn. And upon 
these the chief justice, Glynn, in 1655, grounded the first 
precedent that 1s reported in our books® for granting anew 
trial upon account of excesseve damages given by the jury: ap- 


> Law of nisi prius, 303, 304. fll Hen IV 18. Bro. by. t. en- 

© Comb.357. quest.75. ine 

~4 6 Mod 22. Salk. 649. ®§14Hen VII.1. Bro, Abr. t. ver- 

© Edw. IIT. 24. Bro, Abr. t. dite.18 . 
verdute.17. h Styl. 466. 
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prehending with reason that notorious partiality in the jurors 
was a principal species of mpl. oh . few years before, 
a practice took rise in the co eas ', of granting new 
trials upon the mere certificate of # ps iadae: (unfortified by any 
report of the evidence,) that the verdict had passed against his 
opinion; though chief justice Rolle (who allowed of new trials 
in case of misbehaviour, surprise, or fraud, or if the verdict 
was notoriously contrary to evidence *) refused to adopt that 
practice in the court of king’s bench. And at that time it was 
clearly held for law', that whatever matter was of force to 
avoid a verdict, ought to be returned upon the postea, and not 
merely surmised by the court; lest posterity should wonder 
why a new venire was awarded, without any sufficient reason 
appearing upon the record. But very early in the reign of 
Charles the second new trials were granted upon affidavits” ; 
and the former strictness of the courts of law, in respect of 
new trials, having driven many parties into courts of equity to 
. be relieved from oppressive verdicts, they are now more liberal 
in granting them: the maxim at present adopted being this, 
that (in all cases of moment) where justice is not done upon 
one trial, the injured pdrty is entitled to another °. 


Former y the principal remedy, for reversal of a verdict 
unduly given, was by writ of atta:nt ; of which we shall speak 
in the next chapter, and which is at least as old as the institu- 
tion of the grand assise by Henry II. °, in lieu of the Norman 
trial by battel. Such a sanction was probably thought neces- 

f $89 ] sary, when instead of appealing to Providence for the decision 
of a dubious right, it was referred to the oath of fallible or per- 
haps corrupted men. Our ancestors saw, that a jury might 
give an erroneous verdict; and, if they did, that it ought not 
finally to conclude the question in the first instance: but the 
remedypiwhich they provided, shews the ignorance and ferocity 
of the times, and the simplicity of the points then usually liti- 
gated in the courts of justice. They supposed that, the law 
being taJd to the jury by the judge, the proof of fact must be 

a : ™1 Sid, 235. 2 Lev. 140. 
¥ 1 Sid. MBS. ~ Styl. pract, Reg. 310. * 1 Burr. 395. 
S11, edu. 1687, ° Ips regah wnstuution: eleganter in: 


? Cro. El. 616, Palm, 925, 1Brownl, serta, (Glanv, 1.2, ¢.19) 
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always so clear, that, if they’ ‘found a wrong verdict, they must 
be wilfully and corruptly pasjured. Whereas a juror may find 
a just verdict from unrighteous motives, which can only be 
known to the great searcher of hearts; and he may, on the 
contrary, find a verdict very manifestly wrong, without any bad 
motive at all; from inexperience in business, incapacity, ‘mise 
apprehension, inattention to circumstances, and a thousand 
other innocent causes. But such a remedy as this laid the 
injured party under an insuperable hardship, by making & con« 
viction of the jurors for perjury the condition of his redress. 


THE judges saw this; and therefore very early, even upon 
writs of assise, they devised a great variety of distinctions; by 
which an attaint might be avoided, and the verdict set to 
rights in a more temperate and dispassionate method’. Thus 
if excessive damages were given, they were moderated by the 
discretion of the justices’. And if, either in that, or in any 
other instance, justice was not completely done, through the 
error of either the judge or the recognitors, it was remedied 
by certificate of asstse, which was neither more nor less than a 
second trial of the same cause by the same jury". And, in 
mixed or personal actions, as trespass and the like, (wherein 
no attaint originally lay,) ifthe jury gave a wrong verdict, the 
judges did not think themselves warranted thereby to pro- 
nounce an iniquitous judgment; but amended it, if possible, 
by subsequent inquiries of their own; and, if that could not be, 
they referred it to another examination’, When afterwards [ 390 ] 
attaints, by several statutes, were more universally extended, 
the judges frequently, even for the misbehaviour of jurymen, in- 
stead of prosecuting the writ of attaint, awarded a second trial; 
and subsequent resolutions, for more than a century past, have 
so amplified the benefit of this remedy, that the attaint is-now 
as obsolete as the trial by battel which it succeeded} -and we 
shall probably see the revival of the one as soon as the revival : 
of the other. And here I cannot but again admire* the wis- 







P Bract. 1.4. tr. 5. c. 4 § 2. nuntiatsonem ; et deo 
@ Ihd. tr.t.c.19. § 8. ecorum dictum, sed tlud seeiee tee 
* Id. . 5. c. 6. §2. F.N.B.181. nerentur per difigentem ena 

2 Inst. 415. &: autem drjudscare 


* S juratores erraverint, et justt- dum erit ad mayus consilium. Bract. 
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dom of suffering time ,to bring to perfection new remedies, 
more easy and beneficial to the subject ; ; which, by degrees, 
from the, experience and approbation of the people, supersede 
the necessity or desire of using or continuing the old. 


Ir every verdict was final in the first instance, it would tend 
to destroy this valuable method of trial, and would drive away 
all causes of consequence to be decided according to the forms 
of the imperial law, upon depositions in writing; which might 
be reviewed in a course of appeal. Causes of great import- 
ance, titles to land, and large questions of commercial pro- 
perty, come often to be tried by a jury, merely upon the 
general issue: where the facts are complicated and intricate, 
the evidence of great length and variety, and sometimes con- 
tradicting each other; and where the nature of the dispute 
very frequently introduces nice questions and subtilties of law. 
Either party may be surprized by a piece of evidence, which 
(had he known of it’s production) he could have explained or 
answered: or may be puzzled by a legal doubt, which a little 
recollection would have solved, In the hurry of a trial the 
ablest judge may mistake the law, and muisdirect the jury: he 
may not be able so to state and range the evidence as to lay it 
clearly before them, nor to take off the artful impressions 
which have been made on their minds by learned and expei:- 
enced advocates. ‘The jury are to give their opinion znstanter , 

[ 391 }] that is, before they separate, eat, or drink. And under these 

circumstances the most intelligent and best mtentioned men 

‘ may bring in a verdict, which they themselves ypon cool de- 
ubetanon would wish to reverse. 


Next to doing right, the great object in the administration 
of ‘public justice should be to give public satisfaction. If the 
verdiclabe lable to many objections and doubts in the opinion 

sounsel, or even in the opinion of by-standers, no party 
would’ ‘go away satisfied unless he had a prospect of reviewing 
it. Such doubts would with him be decisive: he would ar- 
reign, the Jetermmnation as manifestly unjust; and abhor a tri- 

bunal‘whl he imagined had done him an injury without a 
possibility of redress. 





GRANTING a new trial, under proper regulations, cures all 
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these inconveniences, and at the same time preserves entire and 
renders perfect that most excellent method of decision, which 
is the glory of the English law. - A new trial is a rehearing 
of the cause before another jury; but with as little prejudice 
to either party, as if it had never been heard before. No ad- 
vantage 1s taken of the former verdict on the one side, ov tle 
rule of court for ,awarding such second trial on the other’ 
and the subsequent verdict, though contrary to the first, im- 
ports no tittle of blame upon the former jury; who, had they 
possessed the same lights and advantages, would, probably, 
have altered their own opinion. ‘The parties come better in- 
formed, the counsel better prepared, the law is more fully 
understood, the judge is more master of the subject; and no- 
thing 1s now tried but the real merits of the case. 


% 


waa 


A SUFFICIENT ground must however be laid before the 
court, to satisfy them that it 1s necessary to justice that the 
cause should be farther considered. If the matter be such, as 
did not or could not appear to the judge who presided at 
nisi prius, it is disclosed to the court by affidavit. if it arises 
from what passed at the trial, it 1s taken from the judge's in- 
formation; who usually makes a special and minute report of 
the evidence. Counsel are heard on both sides to impeach 
or establish the verdict, and the court give their reasons at 
large why a new examination cught or ought not to be al- 
lowed. The true import of tke evidence is duly weighed, 
false colours are taken off, and all points of law which arose 
at the trial are upon full deliberation clearly explained aM 
settled. 


Nor do the courts lend too easy an ear to every applica- 
tion for a review of the former verdict. They must be-satis- 
fied, that there are strong probable grounds to suppose that 
the merits have not been fairly and fally discussed, ad that 
the decision is not agreeable to the justice and trith of the 
case. A new trial is not granted, where the value-is too in- 
considerable to merit a second examination. . It is not granted 
upon nice and formal objections, which do not go 6 the’ 
merits. It is not granted in cases of strict right or synod 
jus, where the rigorous exaction of extreme legal jiistice is 
hardly reconcileable to conscience. Nor is it granted where 
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stales of evidence hang nearly equal: that which leans 
Sigainst the former verdict, ought always very strongly to pre- 
pondetate. 


In granting stich farther trial (which is matter of sound dis- 
cretion) the court has also an opportunity, which it seldom 
fails to improve, of supplying those defects in this mode of 
trial which were stated in the preceding chapter; by laying 
the party,applying under all such equitable terms, as his an- 
tagonist shall desire and mutually offer to comply with: such 
as the discovery of some facts upon oath; the admission of 
others, not intended to be litigated ; the production of deeds, 
books, and papers; the examination of witnesses, infirm or 
going beyond sea; and the liké. Andthe delay and expense 
of this proceeding are so small and trifling, that it seldom 
can be moved for to gain time or to gratify humour. The 
motion must be made within the first four days of the next 
succeeding term, within which term it is usually heard and 
decided. And it is worthy observation, how infinitely supe- 
rior to all others the trial by jury approves itself, even in the 
very mode of it’s revision. In every other country of Eu- 
rope, and in those of our own tribunals which conform them- 

393 ] selves to the process of the civil law, the parties are at liberty, 
whenever they please, to appeal from day to day and from 
court to court upon questions merely of fact; which is a per- 
petual source of obstinate chicane, delay, and expensive litiga- 
tion". With us no new trial is allowed, unless there be a 
manifest mistake, and the subject-matter be worthy of interpo- 
sition. The party who thinks himself aggrieved may still, if he 
pleases, have recourse to his writ of attaint after judgment; 
in the course of the trial he may demur to the evidence, or 

m inex bill of exceptions. And, if the first is totally laid 
aside, ' Bt 


oa the other two very seldom put in practice, it is 





* Not inany years ago an appeal was mined in April, 1749; the question 
brought to the house of lords from the being only on the property in an ox, 
court of session in Scotland, ma cause adjudged to be of the value of three 
between Nopier and Macfarlane. It guineas. No pique or spirit could have 
‘was instlted in March, 1745; and made such a cause, in the court of 
‘Apher many interlocutory orders and king’s bench or common pleas, have 
sentences below, appealed from and lasted a tenth of the time, or have cost 
rchetdet:as far as the course of proceed- a twentieth pert of the expense. 
ings weukl admit) was finally deters 


Ch. 24. WRONGS. - Sas 


because long experience has shewn, that a motion for a second 
trial is the shortest, cheapest, and most effectual cure for’: all 
imperfections in the verdict; whether they arise from the mis- 
takes of the parties themselves, of their counsel or attofnies, 
or even of the judge.or jury. (2) ‘ 


(2) The necessity of occasionally granting a new trial ie exeeedi 
well laid down in the text, and the reader will see the source from which 
the author has drawn, in the judgment of Lord Mansfield in the case of 
Bright v. Eynon, 1 Burr.395. It is obvious that the power of award- 
ing a new trial can no where be lodged so properly as in the breast of the 
court, which has awarded the first, which is In possession of the whole 
materials of the cause, and which ought to be satisfied in ifs conscience as 
to the judgment which it 1s to pronounce in pursuance of the verdict. 
One cannot indeed but consider this as one of the most wise and benefictal 
of the many wise and beneficial assumptions of power, which the 
have made and gradually organised in the course of the long history of our 
law. 

The principle upon which a new trial is granted, is, I conceive, the same 
upon which any trial proceeds, the attainment of justice; and this there- 
fore imposes upon the party who applies for it, two conditions; he must 
lay probable grounds of belief, not merely that justice has not been attained 
in the first, but that it may be by a contrary verdict in the second trial. 
To this principle there seem to be two subsidiary, proceeding on legal and 
constitutional grounds: the first, that the jury is not to be interfered with 
in the fair exercise of its functions; and the second, that a verdict shall 
never stand which proceeds upon an erroneous view of the law. These 
two principles, which look beyond the smmediate case before the 
court into future and general consequences, will sometimes induce it to 
grant or refuse a new trial, where, so far as the parties themselves were 
concerned, it might have come to a different determination. Upon all or 
some of these principles, I believe 1t will be found that the various rules 
laid down in different books and cases proceed; and a very few instances 
will show how they work. Thus, if a witness has been improperly ad- 
mitted to prove a fact, still if, striking his evidence out, enough remains 
to support the verdict, the error was immaterial ; the party cannot say that 
justice has not been done, and therefore is not entitled to a new trial. So 
if an unconscionable defence be set up against a just demand, and the 
weight of evidence be in favour of that defence, still if the jury presume 
against it, and have any thing on which to ground the presumption, the 
party cannot say that real justice would be attained by a contrary ver- 
dict, and will therefore be refused a new trial. Again, the degree of da- 
mages which a party shall receive for any injury proved, is aap Fa 
question for the jury; and where the injury has been to the honour 
feelings, it is still more decisively so, because it is less possible to reduce 
such things to any arbitrary standard, by which all minds may, measure 
them alike. The court, therefore, will not ordinarily interfere in sich: 
cases, and in actions fer assault, criminal conversation, seduction, &c. #% 
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%, Arnests of judgment arise from intrinsic causes, ap- 
pearing upon the face of the record. Of this kind are, first, 
where the declaration varies totally from the original writ; as, 
‘where the writ is in debt or detinue, and the plaintiff declares in 


seldom that the amount of damages is admitted as a sufficient ground for 
@ new trial.? But then, even here, the general rule 1s not an arbitrary one, 
and the hands of the court are not absolutely tied; for 1f1t sees that the 
jury has proceeded on manifestly wrong views, or under corrupt impres- 
sions, it will grant another trial even in a case of criminal conversation : 
for the jury 1s to be unmterrupted only in the fazr exercise of its functions. 
Again, so far as the parties are concerned, where the sum sought to be 
recovered 1s trifling, (for example, under 20/, which 1s the limit usually 
adhered to by the court,) it 1s thought that the ends of justice are better 
answered by standing to the first erroneous verdict, than by exposing the 
parties to the expense and delay of a second trial But if the verdict has 
proceéded from an cironeous exposition of the law by the judge, interests 
beyond those of the parties become concerned, 1t 1s important to the pub- 
hié that such an exposition should not go down uncorrected, and it 1s due 
to the court itself, not to sanction by a judgment, what appears manifestly 
not tobe the law. Where, therefore, the application 1s made on the ground 
of a misdirection, the trifling value of the sum 1s no answer to It. 

It 1s stated 1n the text, that the ground of the application, if 1t arises 
from what passes at the trial,1s taken'from the judge’s report ; and certainly 
so far as regards the evidence, no method can be suggested more decorous, 
or proper. But it will not be deemed disrespectful in me, I trust, if I sug- 
gest a doubt, whether the same mode 1s so unobjectionable when the appli- 
cation 1s made on the ground ofa misdirection In the course of a summing 
up, when a judge lays down the law in a manner which dissatisfies the 
counsel of either party, 1t 1s not usual, nor would 1t be decorous, to inter- 
rupt him, or discuss the point then; but the counsel commits to paper at 
once the position which he does not assent to; and if upon after exami- 
nation, he remains confirmed 1n his dissent, he makes his application 1n the 
following term for a new trial. The judge often makes no note of his own 
summing up at the time in the press of business, his attention being imme- 
diately called to the next cause; or if he does, 1t must frequently happen 
thet, all that he has said, will not occur to him. In either case it may be 
very painfal, on many accounts, to the judge himself, and never can be 
satisfactory to the party, that the decision of the court should turn upon 
his report~- the question 1s not between his notes and the counsel’s notes, 
but between his recollection, and notes taken at the moment Certain tt 
1g, that public satisfaction 1s not always given in this way, when not the 
slightest imputation 1s intended to be thrown on the intentions of the judge 
who reports; and I would venture to suggest whether more might not be 
given, and the learned judges be relieved from a painful difficulty, if it were 
mage the duty of the associate, or some competent officer, to make a mi- 
kite of the direction of the judge; this minute might be immediately 

him even before the deliberation of the jury ; 1f he found therein 
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an action on the case for [the breach of’] an assumpstt.: for, the’ 
original writ out of chancery being the foundation and warrant 
of the whole proceedings in the common pleas, if the decla- 
ration does not pursue the nature of the writ, the. court’s'au- 
thority totally fails.) (3) Also, secondly, where the verdict 
materially differs from the pleadings and issue thereon; as if, 
in an action for words, it 1s laid in the declarationthat the 
defendant said, ‘ the plaintiff zs a bankrupt ;” and the verdict 
finds specially that he said, “ the plaintiff wll be a bankrupt.” 
Or, thirdly, if the case laid in the declaration is not sufficient 
in point of law to found an action upon. And thig is an in- 
variable rule with regard to arrests of judgment upon matter 
of law, “ that whatever is alleged 1n arrest of judgment must 
‘“* be such matter, as would upon demurrer have been suffi-’ 
‘“¢ cient to overturn the action or plea.” As if, on an action 
for slander in calling the plaintiff a Jew, the defendant denies 
the words, and issue 1s joined thereon; now, if a verdict be 
found for the plaintiff, that the words were actually spoken, - 
whereby the fact is established, still the defendant may move 
in arrest of judgment, that to call a man a Jew 1s not action- 
able. and, if the court be of that opinion, the judgment shall 
be arrested, and never entered for the plaintiff. But the rule 
will not hold e converso, “that every thing that may be 


Se teeaadaeenmment 


any error, he might correct it at once, but 1f he approved of it, it would 
remain to be appealed to, whenever the direction should be brought in 
question thereafter 

Where the new trial 1s granted, the costs of the former are generally a 
matter of consideration, and the payment of them 1s or is not a condition 
unposed according to the circumstances. Upon this subject I cannot do 
better than refer the student to Mr Tidd’s Practice, p 921. 7thedit The 
general rule seems to be, that if the new trial 1s granted for the misdirec- 
tion of the judge, or the misbehaviour of the jury, the payment of costs 1s 
not usually imposed as a condition, but that it 1s, where the new trial 1s for 
the mere error of the jury. 

(3) By the 21J.1. c.15, any variance in form only between the original 
writ and declaration, 1s aided after verdict ; and by the 5 G.1.c¢.13., it is 
enacted, that after verdict, the yudgment shall not be staid or reversed for. 
any defect in form or substance in any bill, writ original or judicial, or for 
any variance in such writs from the declaration or other proceedings. In- 
dependently of these statutes, it 1s not easy to see how the defendant could 
have availed himself of any variance between the writ and declaration after 
verdict, or any interlocutory judgment, for it was then too late for him to 
pray oyer of the writ, and expose the variance. . 
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‘6 glleged as cause of -demurrer will be good in arrest of 
% judgment :” for if a declaration or plea omits to state some 
particalar circumstance, without proving of which, at the 
trial, “it is ‘impossible to support the action or defence, this 
‘shall be aided by @ verdict. As if, in an action of 
.teespass, the declaration doth not allege that the trespass was 
committed on any certain day”; or if the defendant justifies, 
by prescribing for a right of common for his cattle, and does 
not plead that his cattle were levant and couchant on the land * ; 
though either of these defects might be good cause to demur 
to the declaration or plea, yet ifthe adverse party omits to 
take advantage of such omission in due time, but takes issue, 
and has a verdict against him, these exceptions cannot after 
verdict be moved in arrest vf judgment. For the verdict as- 
certains those facts, which before from the inaccuracy of the 
pleadings might be dubious; since the law will not suppose, 
that a jury under the inspection of a judge, would find a ver- 
dict for the plaintiff or defendant, unless he had proved those 
circumstances, without which his general allegation is defec- 
tive’. (4) Exceptions, therefore, that are moved in arrest of 
judgment, must be much more material and glaring than such 


w Carth. 389. * Cro. Jac. 44. Y 1 Mod. 292. 


(4) f¢ is correctly observed, upon this passage, that though Sir W. Black- 
stone has stated with correctness, the principle upon which defects are 
aided by a verdict at common law, yet his two examples are instances of 
defects aided after verdict by the statutes of jeofails (see post,4038.) Sten- 
mel v. Hogg, 1 Saund. 228. .(1). Inthe first case, the trespass'was alleged 
to have been committed on a day not yet come; this was cleatly no omission 
of any circumstance necessary in the proof, but a formal mistatement : so 
again, where the party stated a prescriptive mght of common, but neglected 
to bring his tase formally’within it by averring the levancy and couchancy of 
the cattle, which was one condition of the prescription, the issue being taken 
on the prescription itself, no proof was necessary that the particular cattle 
were levant and couchant in “fact; the omussion of that fact thetefore was 
not the omission of a circumstance necessary in the proof; in other words, 
the verdict in neither case raises a presumption that the fact omitted was 
proved tothe jury. But an instance in point may be put thus: if a man 
States the grant of a reversion, which tan only be conveyed by deed, 
Without alleging it to have been by deed, here if the fact of the grant be 

in. issue, and found by the jury, the verdict cures the omission, for 
proof of the deed, the presumption is that it could not have 
bees #6 found. 
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as will maintain a demurrer; of, in other words, many inecs 
curacies and omissions, which would be fatal, if early ob- 
served, are cured by a subsequent verdict, and not _ 

in the last stage of a cause, to unravel the whole procesditigs 

But if the thing omitted be essential to the action or defehce, = 
as, if the plaintiff does not merely state his title in a defective [ 395 
manner, but sets forth a title that is totally defective in itself*;. 

or if to an action of debt the defendant pleads not guilty 
instead of n:i debdet*, these cannot be ciired by s verdict for 

the plaintiff in the first case, or for the defendant in 


lz, by the misconduct or inadvertence of the pleaders, the 
issue be joined on a fact totally immaterial, or insufficient to 
determine the right, so that the court upon the finding can- 
not know for whom judgment ought to be given; as if, in an 
action on the case in assumpsit against att executor, he pleads 
that he himself (instead of the testator) made no such pro~ 
mise >: or if, in an action of debt on bond conditioned to pay 
money on or before a certain day, the defendant pleads pay~ 
ment on the day‘; (which issue, if found for the plaintiff, 
would be inconclusive, as the money might have been paid 
before;) in these cases the court will after verdict award a 
repleader, quod partes replacitent; unless it appears from the 
whole record that nothing material can possibly be pleaded 
in any shape whatsoever, and then a tepleader would be fruit~ 
less“. And, whenever a repleader is granted, the pleadings 
must begin de novo at that stage of them, whether it be the plea, 
replication, or rejoinder, &c. wherein there appears to have 
been the first defect, or deviation from the regular course ®. (5) 


Ir judgment is not by some of these means arrested within 
the first four days of the next term after the trial, it is then to 


% Salk, 365. © Stra. 994, 
* Cro. Eliz. 778. ¢ 1 Burr. 301, 302. 
» 2 Ventr. 190. e Raym. 458. Salk. 579. 





(5) A repleader is never granted in favour of the person who made the 
first fault in the pleading, Douglas, 896.; nor are any costs allowed, 
2 Ventr.196., for the party who applies for it ought not to have overs 
looked the fault, and proceeded to trial; by doing so, he has contributed 
to the costs. 
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be entered on the roll or record.- Judgments are the sen- 
tence of the law, pronounced by the court upon the matter- 
contained in the record; and are of four sorts. First, where 
the facts are confessed by the parties, and the law determined 
by the court; as in case of judgment upon demurrer > secondly, 
where the law is admitted by the parties, and the ‘facts dis- 
puted; as in case of judgment on a verdict: thirdly, where 
{ 396 ] both the fact and the law arising thereon are admitted by the 
defendant; which is fhe case of judgments by confesszon or 
default: or, lastly, where the plaintiff is convinced that either 
fact, or law, or both, are sufficient to support his action, 
and therefore abandons or withdraws his prosecution ; which 
is the case in judgments upon a nonsuit or retrazit. 


i 


THE judgment, though pronounced or awarded by the 
judges, is not their determination or sentence, but the de- 
termination and sentence of the Jaw. It 1s the conclusion that 
naturally and regularly follows fiom the premises of law and 
fact, which stand thus: agaist him, who hath rode over my 
corn, I may recover damages by law: but A hath rode over 
my corn; therefore I shall recover damages against A. If 
the major proposition be denied, this 1s a demurrer in law. 
if the minor, it is then an issue of fact: but if both be con- 
fessed (or determined) to be right, the conclusion or judg- 
ment of the court cannot but follow. Which judgment or 
conclusion depends not therefore on the arbitrary caprice of 
the judge, but on the settled and invariable principles of jus- 
tice. The judgment, in shot, is the remedy prescribed by law 
for the redress of injuries; and the suit or action 1s the vehi- 
cle or means of administering it. What that remedy may be, 
is indeed the result of deliberation and study to point out, 
and therefore the style of the judgment is, not that it is de- 
creed or resolved by the court, for then the judgment might 
appear to be their own; but, “ it 1s considered,” conszderatum 
est per curiam, that the plaintiff do recover his damages, his 
debt, his possession, and the like: which implies that the judg- 
ment is none of their own; but the act of law, pronounced and 
declered’by the court, after due deliberation and inquiry. 


Aut these species of judgments are either interlocutory or 
final, Interlocutory judgments are such as are given in the 
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middle of a cause, upon some plea, proceeding or default, 
which is only intermediate, and does not finally determine or 
complete the suit. Of this nature are all judgments for the 
plaintiff upon pleas in abatement of the suit or action: in 
which it 1s considered by the court, that the defendant do 
answer over, res at ouster; that is, put in a more sub- 
stantial plea’. It 1s easy to observe, that the judgment here 
given is not final, but merely interlocutory; for there are 
afterwards farther proceedings to be had,-when the defendant 
hath put in a better answer. 


Bur the interlocutory judgments, most usually spoken of, 
are those incomplete judgments, whereby the right of the 
plaintiff is indeed established, but the quantum of damages 
sustained by him 1s not ascertained: which is a matter that 
cannot be done without the intervention of a jury. As by 
the old Gothic constitution the cause was not completely 
finished, till the membda or jurors were called in “ ad execu- 
** tronem decretorum judicit, ad aestimationem pretit, damnt, 
* lucrt, §c.®” This can only happen where the plaintiff 
recovers; for, when judgment is given for the defendant, it is 
always complete as well as final. And this happens, in the 
first place, where the defendant suffers judgment to go against 
him by default, or nzhzl dict, as if he puts in no plea at all 
to the plamntiff’s declaration: by confession or cognovit actto- 
nem, where he acknowledges the plaintiff’s demand to be just: 
or by non sum 2nformatus, when the defendant’s attorney de- 
clares he has no instructions to say any thing in answer to 
the plaintul, or in defence of his client; which is a species of 
judgment by default. If these, or any of them, happen in 
actions where the specific thing sued for is recovered, as in 
actions of debt for a sum certain, the judgment is absolutely 
complete. And therefore it is very usual, in order to strengthen 
a creditor’s security, for the debtor to execute a warrant of 
attorney to some attorney named by the creditor, empower- 
ing him to confess a judgment by either of the ways just now 
mentioned (by nzhzl dzcit, cognovit actzonem,, or non sum infor- 
matus) in an action of débt to be brought by the creditor 
against the debtor for the specific sum due: which judgment, 


2 Saund, 90. § Stiernhook, deyure Goth, 1. 1. c. 4. | 


[ 397 ] 


{ 398 ] 


397 PRIVATE Boox Ill. 


when confessed, is absolutely complete and binding ; provided 
thé'same (2s is also required in all other judgments) be regu- 
larly docquetted, that is, abstracted and entered in a book, 
according to the directions of statute 4& 5W.&M. c. 20. 
But, where damages are to be recovered, a jury must be called 
in to assess them; unless the defendant, to save charges, will 
confess the whole damages laid in the declaration: otherwise 
the entry of the judgment is, “that the plaintiff ought to 
“ recover his damages, (indefinitely,) but because the court 
«¢ know not what damages the said plaintiff hath sustained, 
“‘ therefore the sheriff is commanded, that by the oaths of 
& twelve honest and lawful men he inquire into the said 
‘«¢ damages, and return such inquisition into court.” This 
process is called a writ of inguery: in the execution of which 
the sheriff sits as judge, and tries by a jury, subject to nearly 
the same law and conditions as the trial by jury at nzsz prius, 
what damages the plaintiff hath really sustained ; and when 
their verdict is given, which must assess some damages, the 
sheriff returns the inquisition, which 1s entered upon the roll 
in manner of a postea; and thereupon it is considered, that 
the plaintiff do recover the exact sum of the damages so as- 
sessed. In like manner, when a demurrer is determined for 
the plaintiff upon an action wherein damages are recovered, 
the judgment is also incomplete, without the aid of a writ of 
inquiry. (6) 


(6) With respect to awarding a writ of inquiry, the court will look 
through the form of action to see whether substantially, such an inquiry is 
necessary; if it be, though the form of action be debt for a sum certain, 
yet they will award 1; and if it be not, though the form be assumpsit for 
unliquidated damages, they will not put the parties to the unnecessary 
delay and expense: thus, if debt be brought for foreign money, or for the 
use and oeeupation of lands, though in form the plaintiff demands a sum 
certain, yet as he need not prove that precise sum, they will in case of 
judgment by default, direct the sherff {to mquire what 1s the sum really 
due. On the other hand, where, by the form of action the plamtff de. 
mands general damages, as when he sues in assnmpsit on a bill of exchange, 
ot promissory note, or in covenant for rent, and the defendant suffers 
judgment by default, as these are mere matters of figures, which the off. 
cers of the court can calculate as well as a jury, it is a common practice to 
order them to be referred to one of them, and judgment is entered upon 
their repart. 

In 
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Fina. judgments are such as at once put an end to the | 


action, by declaring that the plaintiff has either entitled him- 
self, or has not, to recover the remedy he sues for. In 
which case, if the judgment be for the plaintiff, it is also con- 
sidered that the defendant be either amerced, for his wilful 
delay of justice in not immediately obeying the king’s writ 
by rendering the plaintiff his due"; or be taken up, capiatur, 
till he pays a fine to the king for the public misdemesnor 
which is coupled with the private injury, in all cases of force’, 
of falsehood in denying his own deed *, or unjustly claiming 
property in replevin, or of contempt by disobeying the com- 
mand of the king’s writ or the express prohibition of any 
statute’. But now in case of trespass, ejectment, assault, 
and false imprisonment, it is provided by the statute 5&6 W. 
& M. c.12. that no writ of capzas shall issue for this fine, 
nor any fine be paid; but the plaintiff shall pay 6s. 8d. to 
the proper officer, and be allowed it against the defendant 
among his other costs. And therefore upon such judgments 
in the common pleas they used to enter that the fine was 
remitted, and now in both courts they take no notice of any 
fine or capias at all™. But if judgment be for the defendant, 
then in case of fraud and deceit to the court, or malicious or 
vexatious suits, the plaintiff may also be fined"; but in most 
cases it is only considered, that he and his pledges of pro- 
secuting be (nominally) amerced for his false claim, pro falso 
clamore suo, and that the defendant may go thereof without 


b 8 Rep. 40. 61 60. 1 Roll. Abr. 219. Lill, Entr, 379. 
' 8 Rep. 59. 11 Rep. 43. 5 Mod. C.B. Hil. 4 Ann. rot, 430. 
285. See Append. No. ITI. § 4. 1 8 Rep. 60. 


& F.N.B.121. Co. Litt.191. 8 Rep. ™ Salk. 54, Carth. $90. 
" 8 Rep. 59, 60. 


In one important case the legislature interfered most beneficially by the 
8&9W.3.¢c.11. Where a bond was given to secure the performance of 
covenants, a single breach was at law a forfeiture of the whole penalty. 
But by the statute last mentioned, the hardship which pressed upon dots 
parties in consequence of this, is removed: the plaintiff is allowed still to 
enter up his judgment for the whole penalty, which stands as » security 
against future breaches; but he is for the present compelled to assign all 
the existing breaches of which he complains, the damages accruing from 
them are assessed, and upon payment of them execution is stayed upou the 
judgment entered up. 
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‘a day, eat inde sine die, that is, without any farther continu- 
‘ance or adjournment; the king’s writ, commanding his at- 
tendance, being now fully satisfied, and his innocence publicly 
cleared °. (7) 


Tvs much for judgments; to which costs are a necessary 
appendage; it being now as well the maxim of ours as of the 
civil law, that ° vectus vectorz in expensis condemnandus est? ” 
though the common law did not professedly allow any, the 
amercement of the vanquished party being his only punish- 
ment. The first statute which gave costs, co nomine, to the 
demandant in a real action was the statute of Gloucester, 
G Ed.I.c.1., as did the statute of Marlbridge, 52 Hen. III. 
c.6., to the defendant 1n one particular case, relative to ward- 
ship in chivalry. though in reality costs were always const- 
dered and included in the guantum of damages, in such actions 
where damages are given; and, even now, costs for the plain- 
tiff are always entered on the roll as increase of daniages by 
the court’. But, because those damages were frequently 1n- 
adequate to the plaintiff’s expenses, the statute of Gloucester 
orders costs to be also added; and farther directs, that the 
same rule shall hold place in all cases where the party is to 


° Append. No. III. § 6 9 Append. No. II §4 
P Cod 3.1.13 


(7) At common law the death of either party before signing final judg- 
ment, put an end to the suit, though after verdict, unless the death was in 
tie vacation after any term in which the plaintiff had been entitled to enter 
up judgment, in which case he might still enter 1t up by an equitable fiction 
a3 of that preceding term: but now by the 17C.2. c 8 where either party 
dies between verdict and judgment, it may still be entered up at any time 
within two terms after the verdict. And by 8 &9W 3.c.11. a provision 
i; made for the case of either party dying between interlocutory and final 
judgment in any action, which might have been originally maintained 
against the personal representative; as well as for that of one or more 
plaintiffs or defendants of a greater number dying between the same periods 
i1 any action, the cause of which would by law survive to or against the sur- 
viving plaintiffs or defendants Where, however, the delay has been occa- 
sioned by the time taken for arguing and deciding a special verdict, a 
motion in arrest of judgment, or any thing of that sort, and either party 
dies during that interval, however long, judgnrent may be entered up at 
common law, for the delay which arises from the act of the court must 
not turh to the prejudice of the suitors. 
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recover damages. And therefare in such actions where no 
damages were then recoverable (as in guare impedif, in which 
damages-were not given till the statute of Westm.2. 18 Edw.I.) [ 400 ] 
no costs are now allowed’; unless they have been expressly 
given by some subsequent statute.(8) The statute 3 Hen. VII. 
c.10. was the first which allowed any costs on a writ of error. 
But no costs were allowed the defendant in any shape, till the 
statutes 23 Hen. VIII. ¢.15. 4Jac.1.c.3. 8&9 W.IIL c.11. 
and 4&5 Ann. c.16. which very equitably gave the defendant, 
if he prevailed, the same costs as the plaintiff would have had, 
in case he had recovered. ‘These costs on both sides are 
taxed and moderated by the prothonotary, or other proper 
officer of the court. 


Tue king (and any person suing to his use*) shall neither 
pay nor receive costs; for, besides that he is not included 
under the general words of these statutes, as it 1s his prero- 
gative not to pay them to a subject, so it is beneath his dignity 
to receive them. (9) And it seems reasonable to suppose, that 


' 10 Rep. 116, * Stat 24 Hen. VIII. c 8 


(8) But the statute of Gloucester extcnds to give costs where damages are 
given to any demandant or plaintiff in any action by any statute made after 
that parliament, 2Inst.289 The distinction now adopted, seems to be'this, 
that where a party sustains damage, and has a night of action at common 
law, he 1s within the benefit of the statute of Gloucester, though a later 
statute giving a new remedy with damages 1s silent as to costs, and he 
pursues that new remedy. On the contrary, where the modern’ statute 
gives not merely the new remedy, but the right of actron, with damages, 
and 1s silent as to costs, none are recoverable Cresswell vy. Houghton, 
6T.R 359 

(9) This 1s stated too generally as to the receiving costs; for by the 
33H 8 c.39, the king recovers costs as “other common persons” in 
actions of debt upon specialties made to himself, or any one to his uge, 
And in equity, the attorney general constantly receives costs, where he is 
made a defendant 1n respect of legacies given to charities, and even where 
he is made a defendant in respect of the immediate rights of the crown in 
cases of intestacy. In the case of the Attorney General v. Earl of Ashburn- 
ham, which was a proceeding under the 59G 3. c.91 (see p. 428. n, (3)3) 
and there was no relator liable to pay costs to the defendant, the attorney 
general was still decreed his costs, 15.&5.394. The principle therefore 
on which the general rule rests, should seent to be that costs co nomine 
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the queen-consort participates of the same privilege; for 
in actions brought by her, she was not, at the common law, 
obliged to find pledges of prosecution, nor could be-amerced 
in case there was judgment against her‘. In two other cases 
an exemption also lies from paying costs. Exeeutors and ad- 
ministrators, when suing in the right of the deceased, shall 
pay none": for the statute 23 Hen. VIII. c. 15. doth not give 
costs to defendants, unless where the action supposeth the 
contract to be made with, or the wrong to be done to, the 
plaintiff himself. And paupers, that is, such as will swear 
themselves not worth five pounds, are, by statute 11 Hen. VII. 
c.12., to have original writs and subpoenas gratis, and counsel 
and attorney assigned them without fee; and are excused 
from paying costs, when plaintiffs, by the statute 23 Hen. VIII. 
c.15. but shall suffer other punishment at the discretion of 
the judges. And it was formerly usual to give such paupers, 
if nonsuited, their election either to be whipped or pay the 
costs”: though that practice is now disused*. It seems 
[ 401 ] however-agreed, that a pauper may recover costs, though he 
pays none; for the counsel and clerks are bound to give their 
labour to izm, but not to his antagonist ¥. (10) To prevent 
also trifling and malicious actions, for words, for assault and 
battery, and for trespass, it is enacted by statutes 43 Eliz. 
c.6, 21 Jac.I. c.16., and 22 & 23 Car. II. c. 9. § 136. that, 
where the jury who try any of these actions shall give less 
damages than 40s. the plaintiff shall be allowed no more costs 
than damages, unless the judge before whom the cause is 
tried shall certify under his hand on the back of the record, 
that an actual battery (and not an assault only) was proved, 


* Co. Litt. 138. * Salk. 506. 
" Cro, Jac. 229. 1 Ventr. 92 Y 1 Equ. Cas, abr. 125. 
w 1 Sid. 261. 7 Mod. 114. 


were unknown to the common law; and that the statute of Gloucester 
does not extend to the king; if it had depended on the king’s digmty it 
would have equally applied to the courts of equity. 

(10) In this case the pauper will only recover as costs what he ss really 
out of pocket, not such sums as in an ordinary suit a common plaintiff 
ewiould haye been; and therefore, in a case in equity the plaintiff and soli- 
eitor were dhrected to make oath what they had paid, or were to pay; and 
were allowed those sums only, Hullock on Costs, p.228. 2d edit. 
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or that in trespass the freehold or title of the land came 
chiefly in question. (11) Also by statute 4& 5'W.& M. 

c. 23, and 8 & 9 W.III. c:11. if the trespass were committed 
in hunting or sporting by an inferior tradesman, or if it ap- 
pear to be wilfully and maliciously committed, the plaintiff 
shall have full costs’, though his damages, as assessed by the 
jury, amount to less than 40s. 


% See pag. 214, 215. 


(11) The account given of the 43Eliz. c 6. is not quite correct. That 
statute 1s not confined to the causes of action specified in the text, (indeed 
it specifically excludes one of them, battery,) but extends generally to all per- 
sonal actions; and its object was to confine suits for trifling matters to inferior 
courts It does not require a certificate to gwwe full costs, but to take them 
away ; and it was the unwillingness of the judges to interpose under this 
statute, which induced the legislature to pass the statutes of James and 
Charles upon a different system, these last restraining generally the costs in 
certain cases unless the judge by his certificate deemed it proper to grant 
them. Indeed there seems to have been generally a difference of opinion 
between the legislature and the bench on this subject: the former display- 
ing an anxiety to confine litigation for trifling interests to lower and less 
expensive courts; the latter careful that the subject should not be too 
strongly deterred from having his claims determined mm those courts to which 
he has a strict constitutional right of access, and the decrsions of which 
after all are generally found to be the most satisfactory. Thus the words 
of the statute of C.2.are “ all actions of trespass, assault and battery, 
and other personal actsons, wherem the judge at the trial shall not find and 
certify under his hand on the record, that an assault and battery was 
proved, or that the freehold or title of the land mentioned in the declar- 
ation was chiefly in question.” It can scarcely be doubted that the 
intention of the legislature was to restrain costs generally with qualifi- 
cations in two particular cases, but with the exception of one or two 
early decisions which adopted this view of the statute, the uniform con- 
struction has been that it extends only to these two cases, because the 
qualifications can apply only to them. So that a large class of actions of 
trespass, and the words “ other personal actions” are effectually struck 
out of the statute. See Hullock on Costs, pp 35.39. Tidd,975. 

It 1s usual to guard the local jurisdictions, which are created by act of 
parliament; with provisions restraming the costs, where an action which 
might have been brought in them is commenced in a superior court; of 
these there are many 1n the statute book. See Tidd, 970. 

The general principle of preventing litigation by denying costs has by a 
late statute been extended to the inferior courts, which have jurisdiction 
to hold. pleas to the amount of 40s., and even to those whose jurisdiction, 
does not extend so far, 58G.3, c.30. 
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ArreR judgment is entered, execution will immediately 
follow, unless the party condemned thinks himself unjustly 
aggrieved by any of these proceedings, and then he has 
his remedy to reverse them by several writs in the nature of 
appeals, which we shall consider in the succeeding chapter. 


CHAPTER THE TWENTY-FIFTH. 


or PROCEEDINGS in tHE NatTURE 
or APPEALS. 


ROCEEDINGS, in the nature of appeals from the pro- 

ceedings of the king’s courts of law, are of various 

kinds: according to the subject-matter in which they are con- 
cerned. ‘They are principally four. 


I. A writ af attaint: which lieth to inquire whether a 
jury of twelve men gave a false verdict"; that so the judg« 
ment following thereupon may be reversed: and this must be 
brought in the lifetime of him for whom the verdict was given} 
and of two at least of the jurors who gave it. This lay at 
the common law, only upon writs of assise; and seems to 
have been co-eval with that institution by king Henry II. at 
the instance of his chief justice Glanvil: being probably 
meant as a check upon the vast power then reposed in the 
recognitors of assise, of finding a verdict according to their 
own personal knowledge, without the examination of witnesses. 
And even here it extended no farther than to such instances, 
where the issue was joined upon the very point of assise (the 
heirship, disseisin, &c.), and not on any collateral matter; as 
villenage, bastardy, or any other disputed fact. In these cases 
the assise was said to be turned into an énquest or jury, 
(assisa vertitur in juratam,) or that the assise should be taken 
in modum juratae et non in modum asstsae; that is, that the 
. issue should be tried by a common jury or inquest, and not 


a Finch. L. 484, 
GG 3 
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by tecognitors of assise®: and then I apprehend that no 
attaint lay against the inquest or jury that determined such 
collateral issue‘.. Neither do I find any mention made by 
our antient writers, of such = process obtaining after the trial 
by inquest or jury, in the old Norman or feodal actions pro- 
secuted by writ of entry. Nor did any attaint lie in ¢respass, 
debi, or other action personal, by the old common law: be- 
cause those were always determined by common inquests or 
juries®. At length the statute of Westm. 1. 3 Edw.]I. c. 38. 
allowed an attaint to be sued upon inquests, as well as asszses, 
which were taken upon any plea of land or of freehold. But 
this was at the king’s discretion, and is so understood by the 
author of Fleta‘, a writer contemporary with the statute ; 
though sir Edward Coke’ seems to hold a different opmion. 
Other subsequent statutes® introduced the same remedy in all 
pleas of ¢respass, and the statute 34 Edw. III. c.7. extended it 
to all pleas whatsoever, personal as well as real; except only 
the writ of right, in such cases where the mise or issue is 
joined on the mere reght, and not on any collateral question. 
For though the attaint seems to have been generally allowed 
in the reign of Henry the second", at the first introduction 
of the grand assise, (which at that time might consist of only 
twelve recognitors, in case they were all unanimous,) yet sub- 
sequent authorities have holden, that no attaint lies on a false 
verdict given upon the mere right, either at common law or 
by statute; because that is determined by the grand assise, 
appealed to by the party himself, and now consisting of szzteen 
jurors’. 


Tue jury who are to try this false verdict must be twenty- 
four, and are called the grand jury; for the law wills not 
that the oath of one jury of twelve men should be attainted or 


b Bract. 2.4. ir. 1 c $4. §2,3,4—  * 2Inst 130 237. 
tr. 3. ¢.17. — tr. 5. co. 4 §1,2 Flet & Stat 1 Edw. III. st. 1 c 6. 
1. 5. c. 22. § 8. Co. Entr. 61 b. Booth. 5 Edw. III. c.7. 298 Edw. III. ¢.8. 


213. h See pag. 389. 
© Bract. J. 4. tr. 1. c.34. §2. Flet. ' Bract. 1.4. tr. 5. 4. § 2. Filet. 
wid. : 5. 22 7.. Britt. 242. b, Yearb. 12 Hen. 
@ Yearb. 28 Edw. III. 15. 17 4s3. VI.6. Bro. xfbr. t. attemt. 42. 1 Roll. 
pllSe Filet. 5, 22. 16. Abr. 289. 


* 1.5. c. 22. § 8. & 16. 
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set aside by an equal number, nor by less indeed than double 
the former*. If the matter in dispute be of forty pounds 
value in personals, or of forty shillings a year in lands and 
tenements, then by statute 15 Hen. VI. c. 5. each grand juror 
must ‘have freehold to the annual value of twenty pounds. 
And he that brings the attaint can give no other evidence to 
the grand jury, than what was originally given to the petit. 
For as their verdict is now trying, and the question is, whe- 
ther or no they did right upon the evidence that appeared to 
them, the law adjudged it the highest absurdity to produce 
any subsequent proof upon such trial, and to condemn the 
prior jurisdiction for not believing evidence which they never 
knew. But those against whom it is brought are allowed, in 
affirmance of the first verdict, to produce new matter': be« 
cause the petit jury may have formed their verdict upon evi- 
dence of their own knowledge, which never appeared in court. 
If the grand jury found their verdict a false one, the judgment 
by the common law was, that the jurors should lose their 
luberam legem and become for ever infamous; should fotfeit 
their goods and the profits of their lands; should themselves 
be imprisoned, and their wives and children thrown out of 
doors; should have their houses rased, their trees extirpated, 
and their meadows ploughed; and that the plaintiff should be 
restored to all that he lost by reason of the unjust verdict. 
But as the severity of this punishment had it’s usual effect, 
in preventing the law from being executed, therefore by the 
statute 11 Hen. VII. c.24. revived by 28 Hen. VIII. c. 3. and 
made perpetual by 13 Eliz. c. 25. an attaint is allowed to be 
brought after the death of the party, and a more moderate 
punishment was inflicted upon attainted jurors; viz. perpetual 
infamy, and, if the cause of action were above 401, value, a 
forfeiture of 207. apiece by the jurors, or, if under 40/.. then 
5L, apiece: to be divided between the king and the party in- 
jured. So that a man may now bring an attaint either upon 
the statute or at common law, at his election™; and in both 
of them may reverse the former judgment. But the practice 
of setting aside verdicts upon motion, and granting new trials, 
has so superseded the use of both sorts of attaints, that I 


* Bract, 1. 4. tr. 5. ce. 4. § 1. 1 Finch. L. 486, 
Flet. 1. 5. c. 22. § 3: ™3 
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haye observed very few instances of an attaint in our books, 
later than the sixteenth century". By the old Gothic consti- 
tution indeed, no certificate of a judge was allowed, in 
matters of evidence, to countervail the oath of the jury: but 
their verdict, however erroneous, was absolutely final and 
conclusive. Yet there was a proceeding from whence our 
attaint may be derived. — If, upon a lawful trial before a 
superior tribunal, the jury were found to have given a false 
verdict, they were fined, and rendered infamous for the 
future °. 

II. The writ of decezt, or action on the case in nature of it, 
may be brought in the court of common pleas, to reverse a 
judgment there had by fraud or collusion im a real action, 
whereby lands and tenements have been recovered to the pre- 
judice of him that hath right. But of this enough hath been 
observed in a former chapter’. 


III. Aw audita querela is where a defendant, against whom 
judgment is recovered, and who 1s therefore in danger of exe- 

[ 406 ] cution, or perhaps actually in execution, may be relieved upon 
good matter of discharge, which has happened since the judg- 

ment: as if the plaintiff hath given him a general release; or 

if the ‘defendant hath paid the debt to the plaintiff, without 
procuring the satisfaction to be entered on the record. In 

these and the like cases, wherein the defendant hath good 

matter to plead, but hath had no opportunity of pleading it, 

(either at the beginning of the suit, or puss darrezn continuance, 

which, as was shewn m a former chapter, must always be 

before judgment,) an audzta querela lies, in the nature of a 

bill in equity, to be relieved against the oppression of the 

: plaintiff. Itis a writ directed to the court, stating that the 
complaint of the defendant hath been heard, audzta querela 
defendentis, and then setting eut the matter of the complaint, 

it at length enjoins the court to call the parties before them, 

and, having heard their allegations and proofs, to cause jus- 


" Cro. Elz. 809. Cro. Jac 90. gure et mntestabres.”’  Stiernhook de 
© “ Si tamen evidentt argumento fal- gure Goth. t.1.c 4 

“* sum jurasse convncantur (id quod su- °° See pag 165. 

“ nerius gudictum cognoscere debet ) 4 See pag 316 

“ mulctantur im bonts, de caetero per- 
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tice to be done between them’. It also lies for bail, when 
judgment is obtained against them by scire factas to answer 
the debt of their principal, and it happens afterwards that the 
original judgment against their principal is reversed: for here 
the bail, after judgment had against them, have no opportu- 
nity to plead this special matter, and therefore they shall have 
redress by audtta querela*: which 1s a writ of a most remedial 
nature, and seems to have been invented, lest in any case 
there should be an oppressive defect of justice, where a party 
who hath a good defence, is too late to make 1t in the ordina- 
ry forms of law. But the indulgence now shewn by the courts 
m granting a summary relief upon motion, in cases of such evi- 
dent oppression‘, has almost rendered useless the writ of au- 
dita querela, and driven it quite out of practice. 


IV. Burt, fourthly, the principal method of redress for er- 
roneous judgments in the king’s courts of record, is by wret 
of error to some superior court of appeal. 


A writ of error" lies for some supposed mistake in the 
proceedings of a court of record; for to amend errors in a 
base court, not of record, a writ of false yudgment lies”. The 
writ of error only lies upon matter of Jew arising upon the face 
of the proceedings; so that no evidence 1s required to sub- 
stantiate or support it: there being no method of reversing 
an error in the determination of facts, but by an attaint, or a 
new trial, to correct the mistakes of the former verdict. (1) 


ForMERLY, the suitors were much perplexed by writs of 
error brought upon very slight and trivial grounds, as mis- 
spellings and other mistakes of the clerks, all which might be 
amended at the common law, while all the proceedings were 
in paper”; for they were then considered as only in fer?, and 
therefore subject to the control of the courts. But, when once 
the record was made up, it was formerly held, that by the 


' Finch L. 488 =F. N. B.102. « Append. No. III. § 6. 
§ 1 Roll. Abr.308. ~ Finch L. 484 
* Lord Raym. 439. * 4 Burr. 1099. D4 





(1) See post, 411. n. (7) 
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common law no’ amendment could be permitted, unless within 
the very term in which the judicial act so recorded was done : 
for during the term the record is in the breast of the court ; 
but afterwards it admitted of no alteration*. But now the 
courts are become more liberal; and where justice requires 
it, will allow of amendments at any time while the suit is de- 
pending, notwithstanding the record be made up, and ,the 
term be past. For they at present consider the proceedings 
as in feri, till jadgment is given; and therefore that, till then, 
they have power to permit amendments by the common law: 
but when judgment 1s once given and enrolled, no amend- 
ment 1s permitted in any subsequent term’. Mistakes are 
also effectually helped by the statutes of amendment and jeo- 
Jatis + so called, because when s pleader perceives any slip in 
the form of his proceedings, and acknowledges such error 
(yeo farle), he is at liberty by those statutes to amend it; which 
amendment is seldom actually made, but the benefit of the 
acts is attained by the court’s overlooking the exception’. 
These statutes are many in number, and the provisions in 
them too minute to be here taken notice 9f, otherwise than by 
referring to the statutes themselves*; by which all trifling 
exceptions are so thoroughly guarded against, that writs of 
error cannot now be maintained, but for some material mistake 


assigned. 


Tuis is at present the general doctrine of amendments; 
and it’s rise and history are somewhat curious. In the early 
ages of our jurisprudence, when all pleadings were ore tenus, 
if a slip was perceived and objected to by the opposite party 
or the court, the pleader instantly acknowledged his error 
and rectified his plea; which gave occasion to that length 
of dialogue reported in the antient year-books. So liberal 
were then the sentiments of the crown as well as the judges, 
that in the statute of Wales, made at Rothelan, 12 Edw. I, 
the pleadings are directed to be carried on in that princi- 
pality, ‘ sene calumpnia verborum, non observata ila dura con- 


x Co. Litt. 260. & 15. 32 Hen. VIII. c. 80. 18 Eliz. 
® Stra. 1011. c. 8. (stiled in 1 Ventr. 100 an omni- 


* Stat. 14 Edw III. c.6. 9Hen.V potent act), 4&5 Ann. c. 16. 9 Ann. 
c. 4. 4Hen. VI. cS, 8 Hen. VI.c12. c. 20. 5 Geo. I. c.13: 
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“ suetudine, que cadit a syllaba cadit a tota causa.” | The 
judgments were entered up immediately by the clerks and 
officers of the court; and if any mis-entry was made, it was 
rectified by the minutes, or by the remembrance of the court 
itself. 


WHEN the treatise by Britton was published, in the name 
and by authority of the king, (probably about the 13 Edw. I. 
because the last statutes therein referred to, are those of Win- 
chester and Westminster the second) a check seems intended 
to be given to the unwarrantable practices of some judges, 
who had made false entries on the rolls to cover their own 
misbehaviour, and had taken upon them by amendments 
and rasures to falsify their own records. The king therefore 
declares », that “ although we have granted to our justices to 
‘© make record of pleas pleaded before them, yet we will not [ 409 ] 
‘‘ that their own record shall be a warranty for their own 
‘‘ wrong, nor that they may rase their rolls, nor amend 
“‘ them, nor record them contrary to their original enrol- 
‘ ment.” The whole of which, taken together, amounts to 
this, that a record surreptitiously or erroneously made up, to 
stifle or pervert the truth, should not be a sanction for error ; 
and that a record, originally made up according to the truth 
of the case, should not afterwards by any private rasure ar 
amendment be altered to any sinister purpose. 


Burt when afterwards king Edward, on his return from his 
French dominions in the seventeenth year of his reign, after 
upwards of three years’ absence, found it necessary (or con~ 
venient, in order to replenish his exchequer) to prosecute his 
judges for their corruption and other mal-practices, the per- 
version of judgments and other manifold errors‘, occasioned 
by thei erasing and altering records, were among the causes 
assigned for the heavy punishments inflicted upon almost all 
the king’s justices, even the most able and upright’. The 


’ Bnit, prom. 2, 3. marks; sir Adam Stratton, chief baron 

© Judicia pérverterunt, et maluserra- of the exchequer, 34,000 marks; and 
verunt. (Matth West. 4 D 1289.) Thomas,Wayland, chief justice of the 
4 Among the other judges, sir Ralph common pleas, to have been attainted 
Hengham, chief justice of the king’s of felony, and to have abjured the 
bench, is said to have been fined 7000 realm, with a forfeiture of all his 
estates . 
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severity of which proceedings seems so to have alarmed the 


[ 410 }-succeeding judges, that through a fear of being said to do 


wrong, they hesitated at doing what was right, As it was 
so hazardous to alter a record duly made up, even from com- 


estates the whole amount of the for- 
feitures being upwards of 100,000 
marks, or 70,000 pounds. (3 Pryn. 
Rec. 401,402.) An incredible sum in 
those days, before paper credit was 
In tse, and when the annual salary of 
a chief justice was only sixty marks. 
(Claus. 6 Edw. I.m.6. Dugd. chron. 
ser, 26.) The charge against sir Ralph 
Hengham (a very learned judge, to 
whom we are obliged for two excel- 
lent treatises of practice) was only, 
according to a tradition that was 
current in Richard the third’s time, 
(year-book, M 2 Ric. {IT 10.) his al- 
tering out of mere compassion, a fine 
which was set upon a very poor man, 
from 13s 4d to 6s. 8d for which he 
was fined 800 marks; a more probable 
sum than 7000 It 1s true, the book 
calls the judge so punished Ingham and 
not Hengham but I find no judge of 
the nameof Inghamin Dugdale’s Series 
and sir Edward Coke (4 Inst. 255.) and 
sir Matthew Hale (1P C. 646.) under- 
stand it to have been the chief justice. 
And certainly his offence (whatever st 
“was) was nothing very atrocious or 
disgraceful for though removed from 
the king’s bench at this tame (together 


with the rest of the judges), we find 
him, about eleven years afterwards, one 
of the justices in eyre for the general 
perambulation of the forests (Rot. per- 
ambul, forest. in turrs Lond. 29 Edw.T. 
m. 8,), and the next year made chief 
justice of the common pleas, (Pat. 
29 Edw. I. m.7. Dugd. chron ser. 32,) 
in which office he continued till his 
death in 2 Edw. II. (Claus. 1 Edw.II 
m.19. Pat. 2 Edw. If, p.1 m, 9. 
Dudg. 34 Selden, pref to Hengham. 
There is an appendix to this tradition, 
remembered by justice Southcote in 
the reign of queen Elizabeth (3 Inst. 
72 4Inst 255), that with this fine of 
chief justice Hengham a clock-house 
was built at Westminster, and furnished 
with a clock, to be heard into West- 
muinster-hall, Upon which story I shall 
only remark, that (whatever early 1n- 
stances may be found of the private 
exertion of mechanical genius, in con- 
structing horological machines) clocks 
came not into common use till a nhun.. 
dred years afterwards, about the end of 
the fourteenth century (Encyclopedte, 
tit horloge 6 Rym. Foed. 590. Der- 
ham’s Artif. Clockmaker 91.) (2) 


(2) There seems, however, no good reason to doubt the fact, of which 
very currency of the tradition 1s some proof, and which according to 


the wra of the invention was clearly possible 


It is not necessary to sup- 


pose that the clock was set up in the very year in which the fine was 1m- 
posed, and in 1292, three years only later than the 17Ed.1., a clock was 
erected in the cathedral at Canterbury. Dante, who died in 1321, makes 
mention.of an oralogroin the Paradiso, can. x. v. 139 in a way which shows 
that he intended an instrument with wheels and striking the hours. The 
auther, jndeed, of a learned and cautious paper ia Beckmann’s History of 
Inventions, vol.i. pp. 419—462, inclines to attribute clocks to the 11th cen- 
tury, but adduces clear evidence of their existence in the twelfth. See 
also Archwo. vol.v. p.416. A dictum of Lord Holt in an anonymous case, 
6 Mod. 130. 1s mtelligible only by reference to this story: an application 
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passionate motives, (as happened in Hengham’s case, which 
in strictness wag, certainly indefensible,) they resolved not to 
touch a record any more; but held that even palpable errors, 
when inrolled and the term at an end, Were too sacred to be 
rectified or called in question: and, because Britton had for- 
bidden all criminal and clandestine alterations, to make a re- 
cord speak a falsity, they conceived that they might not judi- 
cially and publicly amend it,to make it agréeable to truth. 
In Edward the third’s time indeed, they once ventured (upon 
the certificate of the justice in eyre) to estreat a larger fine 
than had been recorded by the clerk of the court below®: 
but instead of amending the clerk’s erroneous record, they 
made a second enrolment of what the justice had declared 
ore tenus ; and left it to be settled by posterity in which of 
the two rolls that absolute verity resides, which every record 
is said to import in itself. And, in the reign of Richard the 
second, there are instances® of their refusing to amend the 
most palpable errors and mis-entries, unless by the authority 
of parliament. 


To this real sullenness, but affected timidity, of the judges, 
such a narrowness of thinking was added, that every slip (even 
of a syllable or a letter") was now held to be fatal to the 


pleader,; and overturned his client’s cause’. If they durst 
© 1 Hal. P.C. 647. 1 In those days 1t was strictly true, 
* 1 Leon. 183. Co. Litt.117 See what Ruggle (in his Zgnofamus) has 

pag. $81. humorously applied to more modern 
& 1 Hal. P.C. 648. pleadings, ‘in nostra lege unum comma 
» Stat. 14 Edw. III, ¢. 6. *¢ evertit totum placttum.”’ 





was made to the court to renew the term in an action of ejectment, it 
having expired during the pendency of an injunction from chancery : the 
court refused to do it, because it involved an alteration of the record; 
and Holt C.J. said “ he considered there wanted a clock-house over against 
the hall gate.” 

Perhaps there is not much weight in the observation made on the small- 
ness of the judge’s salaries as contrasted with the amount of the fines 
imposed. Where the direct means of becoming wealthy were so small, 
that very circumstance may have led to the use of indirect means. >Cer- 
tain it is that the judges were men of great wealth ; of this there are abund- 
ant proofs: I will mention one. In a capitation-tax granted to Richard II. 
not a century after the time mentioned, and when certainly no propar- 
tionate increase had been made in the salaries of the judges, I find arch- 
bishops, and the dukes of Lancaster and Bretagne (specially), rated at 
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not, or would not, set right mere formal mistakes at any 
time, upon equitable terms and conditions, they at least should 
have held, that trifling objections were at all times inad- 
missible; and that nforée solid exceptions in point of form 
came too late when the merits had been tried. They might, 
through a decent degree of tenderness, have excused them- 
selves from amending in criminal, and especially in capital, 
cases. They needed not have granted an amendment, where 
it would work an injustice to either party ; or where he could 
not be put in as good a condition, as if his adversary had 
made no mistake. And, if it was feared that an amendment 
after trial might subject the jury to an attaint, how easy was 
it to make waving the attaint the condition of allowing the 
amendment! And yet these were among the absurd reasons 
alleged for never suffering amendments at all * | 


Tue precedents then set were afterwards most religiously 
followed’, to the great obstruction of justice, and ruin of 
the suitors: who have formerly suffered as much by this 
scrupulous obstinacy and literal strictness of the courts as 
they could have done even by their iniquity. After verdicts 
and judgments upon the merits, they were frequently reversed 
for slips of the pen or mis-spellings; and justice was perpetu- 
ally intangled in a net of mere‘technical jargon. ‘The legis- 
lature hath therefore been forced to interpose, by no less than 
twelve statutes, to remedy these opprobrious niceties: and it’s 
endeavours have been of late so well seconded by judges of 
a more liberal cast, that this unseemly degree of strictness is 
almost entirely eradicated: and will probably in a few years 
be no more remembered than the learning of essoigns and de- 
faults, or the counterpleas of voucher, are at present. But to 
return to our writs of error. 


[*410] Ixawrit of error be brought to reverse any judgment of 
an inferior court of record, where the damages are less than 
ten pounds; or ifit is brought to reverse the judgment of any 


k Styl. 207. 1 8 Rep. 156. &c. 





61, 158, 4d.; earls and bishops at 47 ; Barons at 2/., and the judges and 
chief baron at 5/.; and serjeants and “ great apprentices of the law at 2/.” 
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superior court after verdict, he that brings the writ, or that is 
plaintiff in error, must (except in some peculiar cases) find 
substantial pledges of prosecution, or bail”: to prevent delays 
by frivolous -pretences to appeal (3); and for securing pay- 
ment of costs and damages, which are now payable by the 
vanquished party in all, except a few particular instances, by 
virtue of the several statutes cited in the margin”. (4) 


A writ of error lies from the inferior courts of record in 
England mto the king’s bench °, and not into the common 
pleas. Also from the king’s bench in Ireland to the king’s 
bench in England. (5) It likewise may be brought from 
the common pleas at Westminster to the king’s bench; and 
then from the king’s bench the cause is removeable to the 
house of lords. From proceedings on the law side of the 
exchequer a writ of error lies into the court of exchequer 
chamber before the lord chancellor, Jord treasurer, and the 
judges of the court of king’s bench and common pleas (6); 
and from thence it lies to the house of peers. From proceed- 
ings in the king’s bench, in debt, detinue, covenant, account, 
case, eyectment, or trespass, originally begun therein by bill, 
(except where the king 1s party,) it lies to the ex@hequer 

™ Stat. Jac. I.c¢ 8 18 Car. I]. st.2c.2 8&9 W.IIL.cll. 4& 
st.2. c.2 16 & 17 Car. II. c 8 5Ann c 16. 


19 Geo III c 70. ° See chap. 4 
» 3 Hen. VII. c.10 135 Car. IT, P Finch L 480. Dyer, 250 





(3) The sum of ten 1s extended to fifteen pounds by the 51G.3, 
c 124 The statute of James extends to every kind of judgment, but 18 
confined to one form of action, that of debt; the statutes of Charles em. 
brace, with a few exceptions, every kind of action, but are confined to 

judgments after verdict. This gives the proceeding in debt an advantage, 
where the defendant has really no good defence, and is likely to resort to 
vexatious delays of the plaintiff’s judgment 

(4) None of these statutes provide for the case of a judgment reversed 
in the court of error ; and therefore in such a case each party must pay his 
own costs from the beginning. Bell v. Potts, 5 East. 49. 

(5) But see Vol.I. p.104. 

(6) The statute 20C.2. c.4. has dispensed.with the presence of the 
lord treasurer, when the office 1s vacant. The chancellor and the trea- 
surer are the judges of this court, and the justices whom they call to 
their assistance are but assistants ; in practice, however, it is usual, for the 
chief justices to sit alone, who report their opinion to the chancellor, and 
the judgment is pronounced by him. See Johustone v. Sutton. 1T.R. 510, 
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chamber, before the justices of the common pleas, and barons 
of the exchequer; and from thence also to the house of 
lords4; but where the proceedings in the king’s bench do 
not first comhrence therein by bill, but by original writ sued 
out of. “chancery ', ‘, this takes the case out of the general rule 

[ *411 ] laid down by the statute; so that the writ of error then lies, 
withoutéiy intermediate stage of appeal, directly to the house 
of lords, the dernier resort for the ultimate decision of every 
civil action. Each court of appeal, in their respective stages, 
may, upon hearing the matter of law in which the error is 
assigned, reverse or affirm the judgment of the inferior courts, 
but none of them are final, save only the house of peers, to 
whose judicial decisions all other tribunals must therefore 
submit, and conform their own. And thus much for the 
reversal or affirmance of judgments at law, by writs in the 
nature of appeals. (7) 


9 Stat. 27 Eliz c. 8. 1 Saund. 346. Carth. 180. Comb. 
T See pag. 43 295. 
® 1 Roll. Rep. 264. 1 Sid. 424. 





(7) By the 10&11W.3.c14 No judgment in any real or personal 
action shall be reversed or avoided for any error or defect therem, untess 
the writgef error or suit for reversing the same, be brought and prosecuted 
with effect:within twenty years after such judgment signed or entered of 
record. But the following section has the usual provision 1n favour of 
infants, feme coverts, persons non compotes, imprisoned or beyond the 
seas, allowing them five years from the ceasing of their respective dis- 
abilities, 

_In this chapter, Sir W Blackstone has considered only the modes by 
which a judgment may be reversed by writ of error brought in a court of 
appeal, and has stated that this can only be done for error in law. There 
is, however, a proceeding to reverse a judgment by wnt of error in the 
same court, where the error complained of 1s in fact, and not in law, and 
where of course no fault is imputed to the court in pronouncmg it’s judg- 
ment, This writ is called the writ coram nobis, or coram vobis, according 
as the proceedings are in the king’s bench or common pleas, because the 
record is stated to remazn before us (the king), if ithe former ; and before 
you (the judges), if'in the latter, and is not removed to another court In 
this proceeding it is of course necessary to suggest a new fact upon the 
record, from which the erro? in the first judgment will appear ; thus, sup- 
posing the defendant, being’an infant, has appeared by attorney instead of 
guardian, it will be necessary to suggest the fact of his infancy of which 
the court was not before informed. There‘ig, therefore, no inconsistency 
in bringing this writ of error before the same judges who pronouriced the 
judgment im the first instance; because they are required to pronounce upon 
~ wane abate of farta withont impeachment of the former judgment on the 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTY-SIX TH. 
or EXECUTION. 


F the regular judgment of the court, after the decision of 

the suit, be not suspended, superseded, or reversed by one 
or other of the methods mentioned in the two preceding 
chapters, the next and last step is the executzon of that judg- 
ment; or putting the sentence of the law in force. This is. 
performed in different manners, according to the nature of. 
the action upon which it is founded, and of the judgment 
which is had or recovered. 


Ir the plaintiff recovers in an action real or mixed, whereby 
the seisin or possession of land is awarded to him, the writ.of 
execution shall be an habere factas seisinam, or writ of seisin, 
of a freehold; or an habere facras possessionem, or wr of pos- 
session *, of a chattel interest >. These are writs directed to 
the sheriff of the county, commanding him to give actual 
possession to the plaintiff of the land so recovered: in the 
execution of which the sheriff may take with him the posse 
comitatus, or power of the county; and may justify breaking 
open doors, if the possession be not quietly delivered. But, 
if it be peaceably yielded up, the delivery of a twig, a turf, 
or the ring of the door, in the name of seisin, is sufficient 
execution of the writ. Upon a presentation to a benefice re- 
covered in a guare impedit, or assise of darrein presentment, 
the execution is by a writ de clerico admtittendo; directed, not 
to the sheriff, but to the bishop or archbishop, and requiring 
him to admit and institute the clerk of the plaintiff. (1) 

© Append. No. IL. § 4. - © Binch, L. 470, 


(1) The writ commands the bishop to admit and institute not any clerk 
by name, but idoneam personam at the presentation of the plaintiff, because 
though the plaintiff’s right to present is now decided, yet the bishop still 
tetains his power of determining on the fitness of the individual presented. 


c 41s 
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In other actions, where the judgment is that something in 
special be done or rendered by the defendant, then, in order 
to compel him so to do, and to see the judgment executed, a 
special writ, of execution issues to the sheriff according to the 
nature of the casé. As, upon an assise of nusance, or quod 
permittat prosternere, ‘where one part of the judgment is quod 
nocumentum amoveatur, a writ goes to the sheriff to abate it 
at the charge of the party, which likewise issues even in case 
of an indictment‘. (2) Upon a replevin, the writ of execution 
is the writ de 7etorno habendo?: and, if the distress be eloigned, 
the defendant shall have a capias in withernam®; but on the 
plaintiff’s tendering the damages and submitting to a fine, 
the process 7n-withernam shall be stayed‘. (8) In detinue, after ' 
judgment, the plaintiff shall have a disérzngas, to compel the 
defendant to deliver the goods, by repeated distresses of his 
chattels ®: or else a scire factas against any third person im 
whose hands they may happen to be, to shew cause why they 
should not be delivered: and if the defendant still continues 
obstinate, then, (if the judgment hath been by default or on 
demurrer) the sheriff shall summon an inquest to ascertain 
the value of ‘the goods, and the plaintiff’s damages: whieh 
(being either so assessed, or by the verdict in case of an issue ") 
shall be levied ‘on the person or goods of the defendant. So 
that, after all, in replevin and detinue, (the only actions for 
recovering the specific possession of :personal chattels,) if the 
wrongdoer be very perverse, he cannot be compelled to a resti- 
tution of-the identical thing taken or detained; buat he still 
has his election to deliver the goods, or their value’: an im- 
perfection in the law, that results from the nature of personal 


* Comb.10. © 1 Roll. Abr. 737. Rast. Entr.215. 
4 See pag. 150. h Bro, Abr. t. damages. 29. 

© See pag. 149. ' Keilw. 64. 

f 2 Leon.174. 





(2) That is, if the indictment states the nusance to be continuing ; if it 
does not, there is only judgment of fine or imprisonment, as in the case of 
any other misdemesnor. See R. v. Stead and another, 8T.R.142. 

(3) From this passage, as well as from thé décount of replevin at p. 147. 
it might be supposed (as, indeed, 1t has been), that the author considered 
the action to be confined to cases of wrongful distress. At p. 146. how- 
ever, he formally and correctly states it to be the legal remedy‘for every 
wrongful taking of goods, and 1 think it may fairly be supposed, that in the 
ather places ‘he refers only to the modern practice, which certainly confines 

of wrongful distress, See’Selw. Ni, Pri.1156. ~~ 
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property, ‘which is easily concealed or conveyed out of the 
reach of justice, and not always amesnable to the magistrate. 


Executions in actions where money only is recovered, 
as a debt or damages, (and not any specific chattel,) are of 
five sorts: either against the body of the defendant; or against 
his goods and chattels; or against his goods and the profits of 
his lands; or against his goods and the possession of his lands ; 
or against all three, his body, lands, and goods. 


1, Tue first of these species of execution, is by writ of 
capias ad satisfaciendum'; which addition distinguishes it from 
the former capias ad respondendum, which lies to compel an 
appearance at the beginning of a suit. And, properly speak- 
ing, this cannot be sued out against any but such as were 
liable to be taken upon the former capzas*. (4) The intent 
of it is, to imprison the body of the debtor till satisfaction be 
made for the debt,‘iists, and damages; it therefore doth not 
lie against any privileged persons, peers, or members of par- 
liament, (5) nor against executors or administrators, nor 
against such other persons as could not be originally held to 
bail. And sir Edward Coke also gives us a singular in- 
stance', where a defendant in 14 Edw. III. was discharged 
from a capias, because he was of so advanced an age, quod 
poenam wmprisonamenti subtre non potest. If an action be 
brought against an husband and wife for the debt of the wife, 
when sole, and the plaintiff recovers judgment, the capias shall 
issue to take both the husband and wife in execution ™: but, 
if the action was originally brought against herself, when sole, 
and pending the suit she marries, the capias shall be awarded 
against her only, and not against her husband". Yet, if 
judgment be recovered against an husband and wife for the 
contract, nay, even for the personal misbehaviour °, of the 
wife during her coverture, the capias shall issue against the 


j Append. No. III. § 7. , ™ Moor. 704. 
k 3 Rep.12. Moor.767. “8 Cro, Jac. 323. 
1 1 Inst. 289, © Cro. Car. 513. 





(4) This rule does not hold true univergally, though the converse of 
it does, that whenever a capias is allowed on mesne process before judg- 
ment, it may be had on the judgment itself. 

(5) Except they have bound themselves by a statute merchant, or statuté 
staple, or recognisance in nature of a statute staple. Tidd, 1042. 
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husband only: which is one of the many great privileges of 
English wives. (6) 


TuE writ of capzas ad satisfaciendum is an execution of the 
highest nature, inasmuch as it deprives a man of his liberty, 
till he makes the satisfaction awarded; and therefore, when 
aman is once taken in execution upon this writ, no other 
process can be sued out against his lands or goods. Only by 
statute 21 Jac.I. c.24. if the defendant dies, while charged 
in execution upon this writ, the plaintiff may, after his death, 
sue out a new execution against his lands, goods, or chattels. 
The writ is directed to the sheriff, commanding him to take 
the body of the defendant, and have him at Westminster on 
a day therein named, tv make the plaintiff satisfaction for his 
demand. And, if he does not then make satisfaction, he must 
remain in custody till he does. This writ may be sued out, 
as may all other executory process, for costs, against a plain-. 
tiff as well as a defendant, when judgmentiés had against him. 


WueEn a defendant is once in custody upon this process, 
he is to be kept in arcta et salva custodia: and if he be after- 
wards seen at large, it is an escape, and the plaintiff may have 
an action thereupon against the sheriff for his whole debt. 
For though, upon arrests, and what is called mesne process, 
being such as intervenes between the commencement and end 
ofa suit’, the sheriff, till the statute 8& 9 W. III. c.27., might 
have indulged the defendant as he pleased, so as he produced 
him in court to answer the plaintiff at the return of the writ : 
yet, upon a taking in execution, he could never give any indul- 
gence; for, in that case, confinement is the whole of the debt- 
or’s punishment, and of the satisfaction made to the creditor. 
I’scapes are either voluntary, or negligent. Voluntary are 
such as are by the express consent of the keeper; after which 
he never can retake his prisoner again‘, (though the plaintiff 


P See page 279. 4 3 Rep. 52. « 1 Sid. $30. 





(6) This position may, perhaps, be questioned in point of form, though 
it is substantially correct ; as it offends against the general rule, that the 
execution should correspond with the judgment. Indeed, in the margin of 
the report in Coke, is cited a prior case, in the same volume; p. 407. 
which is contradictory to it. In practice the courts always discharge the 
wife on motion, when she has been taken on a capias ad saitsfactendum 


L aon all 
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may retéke him at any time',) but the sheriff must answer for 
the debt. Negligent escapes are where the prisoner escapes 
without his keeper’s knowledge or consent; and then upon 
fresh pursuit the defendant-may be re-taken, and the sheriff 
shall be excused, if he has him again before any action brought 
against himself for the escape’. A rescue of a prisoner in exe- 
cution, either going to gaol or in gaol, or a breach of prison, 
will not excuse the sheriff from being guilty of and answering 
for the escape; for he ought to have sufficient force to keep 
him, since he may command the power of the county‘. But 
by statute 32 Geo. II. c.28. if a defendant, charged in execu- 
tion for any debt not exceeding 100/. will surrender all his 
effects to his creditors (except his apparel, bedding, and tools 
of his trade, not amounting in the whole to the value of 
102.), and will make oath of his punctual compliance with the 
statute, he may be discharged, unless the creditor insists on 
detaining him; in which case he shall allow him Qs. 4d. per 
week, to be paid on the first day of every weelggand on failure 
of regular payment the prisoner shall be discharged. Yet the 
creditor may at any future time have execution against the 
lands and goods of such defendant, though never more against 
his person. (7) And, on the other hand, the creditors may, 


T Stat. 8& 9 W.III. c. 27 °‘ F.N.B 130. * Cro. Jac. 419, 


(7) By the 33G.3.c 5 this sum of 100/. 1s increased to 300/, and by 
the 37G.3.c 85. the allowance of 2s. 4d. to 3s, Gd. if there be but one 
detaining creditor, and if more, then to any sum in the discretion of the 
court not exceeding 2s. from each. Where the prisoner 1s in custody more 
than twenty miles from Westminster Hall, the court may order him to be 
brought up for his discharge before the judge of assise at the assises, or 
before the magistrates at quarter sessions; who are respectively invested, 
with the necessary powers by 32 G.2. c.28.and 52 G.3.c.34. The application 
is directed to be made by the prisoner before the end of the first term 
after his arrest, but where the neglect is shewn to have arisen from mis- 
take or ignorance, it must be received, though made at a later period. 
These acts extend not merely to eases of persons in execution for debts 
between party and party, but to persons in custody by attachment for non- 
payment of costs, non-performance of awards, and similar contempts, as 
well aw (by the 49G 3. c.6.) to persons in custody far contempt of any 
court of equity, by not paying money, or costs ordered to be paid. 

Where the debt recovered does not exceed 20/. exclusive of the costs of 
the action, the 48G.5.c.123. provides for the discharge of the debtor’s 
person, after he shall have lan in prison twelve successive calendar months. 

E HH 3 But 
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as in case of bankruptcy, compel (under pain of transportation 
for seven years) such debtor charged in execution for any debt 
under 1001. to make a discovery and surrender of all his effects 
for their benefit, whereupon he is also entitled to the like dis- 
charge of his person. (8) 

Ir a capias ad satisfactendum is sued out, and a non est in- 
ventus is returned thereon, the plaintiff may sue out a process 
against the bail, if any were given: who, we may remember, 
stipulated in this triple alternative, that the defendant should, 
if condemned in the suit, satisfy the plaintiff his debt and 





But the most important enactments in this branch of the law are the 
statutes of the 1G. 4. c.119. and 5G.4.c.61. which have established a 
new court of record, called the court for the Relief of Insolvent Debtors, 
the judges of which are to make three circuits in the year for the dis- 
charge of insolvents. Few problems in legislation have been more puzzling 
than that of discovering the true practical limit to the imprisonment of the 
body for debt. Gye principle seems clear; so long as imprisonment may be 
a mean to enforée payment of the debt from the debtor, it is justifiable ; 
but it ceases to be so, as between the parties, when from want of ability 
in the debtor, his imprisonment cannot produce that effect. But the 
pubhc has an interest to prevent the contracting of debts fraudulently or 
extravagantly, and therefore when the first principle has ceased to operate, 
the fraudulent or extravagant debtor may be lawfully punished by a still 
longer confinement. Upon these two pmnciples these acts proceed; the 
prisoner discharged under them is personally free as to all debts and de- 
mands specified in the order of discharge; but his present effects and 
credits, of which he ts bound to give in a correct schedule, and ail his 
future property, are made liable ; and if he shali have been guilty of any 
fraud or bad practices in contracting’any debt, or have opposed a vex- 
atious deferice to the action for recovering it ; if he shall have fraudulently 
destroyed his papers, kept false books, made false entries, concealed debts 
or credits, given a voluntary preference to any creditor, (which, if dore 
within¢hree months before the filing of his petition for discharge, its declar- 
ed to be void,) or made away with hrs property, or his imprisonment be for 
damages recovered against him in an action for crim. con., seduction, or 
mahcious injury ; in these and simuar cases, the court may postpone his en- 
largement for two or three years at it’s discretion; and a fraudulent 
concealment of property 1n his schedule subjects him to imprisonment and 
hard labour for any term not exceeding three years. 

(8) This clause applies in favour of any creditor, having charged a pri- 
soner in execution; whose debt does not exceed the stated sum (now ex- 
tended to s00/. by the 26G 3. c. 44. and 53G.3. c. 5 ) and he may compel 
the discovery and surrender, though the prisoner’s whole debts may exceed 
that sum, and he may therefore be out of the benefit of the statute. 
Chappell y. Ashley. 5B. & A. 537. 
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costs; or that he should surrender himself a prisoner ; or, 
that they would pay it for him: as, therefore, the two former 
branches of the alternative are neither of them complied with, 
the latter must immediately take place". In order to which 
a writ of scire facias may be sued out against the bail, cofft. 
manding them to shew cause why the plaintiff should not have 
execution against them for his debt and damages: and onsuch [ 417 ] 
writ, if they shew no sufficient cause, or the defendant does 
not surrender himself on the day of the return, or of shewing 
cause, (for afterwards is not sufficient,) the plaintiff may have 
_ judgment against the bail, and take out a writ of capras ad 
sattsfaciendum, or other process of execution against them. (9) 


2. THE next species of execution is against the goods and 
chattels of the defendant; and is called a writ of feri factas », 
from the words in it where the sheriff is commanded,’ quod 

jeert faciat de bonis, that he cause to be made of the foods and. 

chattels of the defendant the sum or debt recovered. This 
lies as well against privileged persons, peers, &¢. as other com- 
mon persons; and against executors or administrators with 
regard to the goods of the deceased. The sheriff may not 
break open any outer doors *, to execute either this, or the 
former writ: but must enter peaceably; and may then break 
open any inner door, belonging to the defendant, in order to 
take the goods’, And he may sell the goods and chattels 
(even an estate for years, which is a chattel real*) of the de- 
fendant, till he has raised enough to satisfy the judgment and 
costs: (10) first paying the landlord of the premises, upon 
which the goods are found, the arrears of rent then due, not 
exceeding one year’s rent in the whole.* If part only of 


" Lutw. 1269-1273. y Palm. 54. 
w Append. No. III. § 7. * 8 Rep.171. 
* 5 Rep. 92. * Stat. 8 Ann. ¢ 


(9) In the common pleas the undertaking of the bail does not subject 
them to execution against the body. Troughton v. Clarke and another. 
2 Taunt. 115. 

(10) By the common law the sheriff might seize and sell growing crops, 
but the statute 56G.3. c.50. has restrained him from selling, to be carried 
off any farm at lease, straw, turnips, manure, or any crops, which by the 
covenants or agreement with the landlord, were to be consumed on, the 
property; and the same statute forbids him in any case to sell clover, 
or any artificial grass crops growing under standing corn.’ 

HH 4 


[ 418 ] 


417, PRIVATE Boox lik. 


debt be levied on a fier facias, the plaintiff may have a capias 
ad satisfaciendug for the residue ». 


8. A THIRD species of execution is by writ of levari facias ; 
Con affects a man’s goods and the projits of his lands, by 
commanding the sheriff to levy the plaintiff’s debt on the lands 
and goods of the defendant; whereby the sheriff may seise all 
his goods, and receive the rents and profits of his lands, till 
satisfaction be made to the plaintiff. Little use is now made 
of this writ; the remedy by eleg:t, which takes possession of 
the lands themselves, being much more effectual. But of this , 
species is a writ of execution proper only to ecclesiastics; which 
is given when the sheriff, upon a common writ of execution 
sued, returns that the defendant is a beneficed clerk, not having 
any lay fee. In this case a writ goes to the bishop of the dio- 
cese, in the nature of a Jevarz or fiert facias‘, to levy the debt 
and damages de bon{s eccleszastices, which are not to be touched, 
by lay hands:,g@nd thereupon the bishop sends out a sequestra- 
tion of the profits of the clerk’s benefice, directed to the church- 
wardens, to collect the same and pay them to the plaintiff, till 
the full sum be raised *. 


4, Tue fourth species of execution is by the writ of elegit ; 
which is.a judicial writ given by the statute Westm. 2. 13 Edw. I. 
c.18. either upon a judgment for a debt, or damages; or upon 
the forfeiture of a recognizance taken in the king’s court. By 
the common law a man could only have satisfaction of goods, 
chattels, and the present profits of lands, by the two last men- 
tioned writs of fiert_ facias, or levart facias , but not the posses- 
sion of the lands themselves; which was a natural consequence 
of the feodal principles, which prohibited the alienation, and of 
course the incumbering of the fief with the debts of the owner. 
And, when the restriction of alienation began to wear away, 
the consequence still continued; and no creditor could take the 
possession of lands, but only levy the growing profits: so that, 
if the defendant aliened his lands, the plaintiff was ousted of 
his remedy. The statute therefore granted this writ, (called 
an elegit, because it is in the choice or election of the plaintiff 


® 4 Roll. Abr. 904, Cro. Eliz. $44.  * Regustr. orig 300. judic.22, 
© Finch, L. 471, * 2 Burn, eccl, law, 329, 
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whether he will sue out this writ or one of the former,) by 
which the defendant’s goods and chattels are not sold, but only 
appraised; and all of them (except oxen and beasts of the 
plough) are delivered to the plaintiff, at such reasonable ap- 
praisement and price, in part of satisfaction of his debt. If 
the goods are not sufficient, then the moiety or one half of his 
freehold lands, which he had at the time of the judgment given‘, 
whether held in his own name, or by any other in trust for 
him £,(11) are also to be delivered to the plaintiff; to hold, 
till out of the rents and profits thereof the debt be levied, or 
till the defendant’s interest be expired; as till the death of the 
defendant, if he be tenant for life or in tail. During this pe- 
riod the plaintaff is called tenant by elegit, of whom we spoke 
in a former part of these commentaries®. We there observed 
that till this statute, by the antient common law, lands were 
not liable to be charged with, or seised for, debts; because 
by these means the connection between lord and tenant might 
be destroyed, fraudulent alienations might be made, and the 
services be transferred to be performed by a stranger; provi- 
ded the tenant incurred a large debt, sufficient to cover the 
land. And therefore, even by this statute, only one half was, 
and now is, subject to execution; that out of the remainder 
sufficient might be left for the lord to distrain upon for his ser- 
vices. And upon the same feodal principle, copyhold lands 
are at this day not liable to be taken in execution upon a judg- 
ment', But in case of a debt to the king, it appears by magna 
carta, c.8. that it was allowed by the common law for him to 
take possession of the lands till the debt was paid. For ‘he, 
being the grand superior and ultimate proprietor of all landed 
estates, nlight seise the lands into his own hands, if any thing 
was owing from the vasal; and could not be ssid to be de- 
frauded of his services, when the ouster of the vasal proceeded 
from his own command. This execution, or seising of lands 
by elegit, is of so high a nature, that after it the body of the de- 


b. 395. E Book IT. ch. 10. 
® Stat. 29 Car. II. c. 3. ' 1 Roll. Abr. 886, 


(11) If the lands delivered are lands held in trust for the defendant, the 
operation of the writ by the words of the statute of Charles cited in the 
margin is confined to lands so held at the time of the execution sued, end 
does not relate back to the judgment. Com. Rep. 226, 
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fendant cannot be taken: but if execution can only be had of 
the goods, because there are no lands, and such goods are not 
sufficient to pay the debt, a capias ad satisfaciendum may then 
be had after the elegit ; for such elegit is in this case no more 
in effect than a fieri facias:. So that body and goods may be 
taken in execution, or lands and goods; but not body and 
land too, upon any jydgment between subject and subject in 
the course of the common law. But, 

'§. Upon some prosecutions given by statute; as in the case 
‘of recognizances or debts acknowledged on statutes merchant, 
or statutes staple (pursuant to the statutes 13 Edw.I. de mer- 
catoribus, and 27 Edw. III. c. 9.); upon forfeiture of these, 
the body, lands, and goods may all be taken at once in exe- 
cution, to compel the payment of the debt. The process 
hereon is usually called an extent or extendi factas, because 
the sheriff is to cause the lands, &c. to be appraised to their 
full extended value, before he delivers them to the plaintiff, 
that it may be certainly known how soon the debt will be 
satisfied*, And by statute 33 Hen. VIII. c. 39. all obliga- 
tions made to the king shall have the same force, and of con- 
sequence the same remedy to recover them, as a statute sta- 
ple; though indeed, before this statute, the king was entitled 
to sue out execution against the body, lands, and goods of 
his accountant or debtor’. And his debt shall, in suing out 
execution, be preferred to that of every other creditor, who 
hath not obtained judgment before the king commenced his 
suit™. The king’s judgment also affects all lands, which the 
king’s debtor hath at or after the time of contracting his debt, or 
which any of his officers mentioned in the statute 13 Eliz. c. 4. 
hath at or after the time of his entering on the office; so 
that, if such officer of the crown aliens for a valuable consi- 
deration, the land shall be liable to the king’s debt even in 
the hands of a bona fide purchaser; though the debt due to 
the king was contracted by the vendor many years after the 
alienation*. Whereas judgment between subject and subject 
related, even-at common law, no farther back than the first 


» 58. m Stat. 33 Hen. VIIL c. 39. § 74. 
k F.N.B.131, a 10 Rep. 55, 5¢. 
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day of the term in which they were recovered, in respect of 
the lands of the debtor; and did not bind his goods and chat- 
tels, but from the date of the writ of execution: and now, 
by the statute of frauds, 29 Car. II. c.3. the judgment shall 
not bind the land in the hands of a bona jide purchaser, 
but only from the day of actually signing the same: which is 
directed by the statute to be punctually entered on the re- 
cord: nor shall the writ of execution bind the goods im the 
hands of a stranger, or the purchaser °, but only from the ac- 
tual delivery of the writ to the sheriff or other officer, who is 
therefore ordered to indorse on the back of it the day of his 
receiving the same. 


TuEsE are the methods which the law of England has 
pointed out for the execution of judgments: and when the 
plaintiff’s demand is satisfied, either by the voluptary pay- 
ment of the defendant, or by this compulsory process, or other- 
wise, satisfaction ought to be entered on the record, that the 
defendant may not be liable to be hereafter harassed a second 
time on the same account. But all these writs of execution 
must be sued out within a year and a day after the judgment 
is entered; otherwise the court concludes prima facie that the 
judgment is satisfied and extinct: yet however it will grant 
a writ of scire facias in pursuance of statute Westm. 2. 
13 Edw. I. c.45. for the defendant to shew cause why the 
judgment should not be revived, and execution had against 
him; to which the defendant may plead such matter as he has 
to allege, in order to shew why process of execution should 
not be issued: or the plaintiff may still bring an action of debt, 
founded on this dormant judgment, which was the only me- 
thod of revival allowed by the common law?. 


' In this manner are the several remedies given by the Eng- 
lish law for all sorts of injuries, either real or personal, admi- 
nistered by the several courts of justice, and their respective 
officers. In the course, therefore, of the present volume, we 
have first seen and considered the nature of remedies, by the 
mere act of the parties, or mere operation of law, without any 
suit in courts. We have next taken a review of remedies 


a) 


° Skin, 237. . P Co, Latt. 290. 
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suit oraction in courts: and therein have contemplated, first, 
the nature and species of courts instituted for the redress of 
injuries ‘in general; and then have shewn in what particular 
courts application must be made for the redress of particular 
injuries, or the doctrine of jurisdictions and cognizance. We 
afterwards proceeded to consider the nature and distribution 
of wrongs and injuries affecting every species of personal and 
real rights, with the respective remedies by suit, which the 
law of the land has afforded for every possible injury. And, 
lastly, we have deduced and pointed out the method and 
progress of obtaining such remedies in the courts of justice: 
proceeding from the first general complaint or original writ 
through all the stages of process, to compel the defendant’s 
appearance ; and of pleading, or formal allegation on the one 
side, and excuse or denial on the other; with the examination 
of the valiglity of such complaint or excuse, upon demurrer ; 
or the truth of the facts alleged and denied, upon zsswe joined, 
and its several trials; to the judgment or sentence of the 
law, with respect to the nature and amount of the redress to 
be specifically given: till, after considering the suspension of 
that judgment by writs in the nature of appeals, we have ar- 
rived at it’s final executzon; which puts the party in specific 
possession of his right by the intervention of ministerial 
officers, or else gives him an ample satisfaction, either by 


equivalent damages, or by the confinement of his body’ who is 


guilty of the injury complained of. 


Tuis care and circumspection in the law,—in providing 
that no man’s right shall be affected by any legal proceeding 
without giving him previous notice, and yet that the debtor 
shall not by receiving such notice take occasion to escape from 
justice; in requiring that every complaint be accurately and 
precisely ascertained in writing, and be as pointedly and 
exactly answered ; in clearly stating the question either of law 
or of fact; in deliberately resolving the former after full argu- 
-mentative discussion, and indisputably fixing the latter by a 
diligent and impartial trial; in correcting such errors as may 
have arisen in either of those modes of decision, from acci- 
dent, mistake, or surprise; and in finally enforcing the judg- 
ment, when nothing can be alleged to impeach it; — this 
anwety to maintain and restore to every individual the enjoy- 
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ment of his civil rights, without intrenching upoh those of 
any other individual in the nation, this parental solicitude 
which pervades our whole legal constitution, is the genuine 
offspring of that spirit of equal liberty which is the singular 
felicity of Englishmen. At the same time it must be owned 
to have given an handle, in some degree, to those complaints, 
of delay in the practice of the law, which are not wholly 
without foundation, but are greatly exaggerated beyond the 
truth. There may be, it is true, in this, as in all other de- 
partments of knowledge, a few unworthy professors: who 
study the science of chicane and sophistry rather than of truth 
and justice; and who, to gratify the spleen, the dishonesty, 
and wilfulness of their clients, may endeavour to screen the 
guilty, by an unwarrantable use of those means which were 
intended to protect the innocent. But the frequent disap- 
pointments and the constant discountenance, that they meet 
with in the courts of justice, have confined these men (to the 
honour of this age be it spoken) both in number and re- 
putation to indeed a very despicable compass. 


Yet some delays there certainly are, and must unavoid- 
ably be, in the conduct of a suit, however desirous the parties 
and their agents may be to come to a speedy determination. 
These arise from the same original causes as were mentioned 
in examining a former complaint’; from liberty, property, 
civility, commerce, and an extent of populous territory ; 
which whenever we are willing to exchange for tyranny, po- 
verty, barbarism, idleness, and a barren desert, we may then 
enjoy the same dispatch of causes that is so highly extolled in 
some foreign countries. But common sense and a little ex- 
perience will convince us, that more time and circumspection 
are requisite in causes, where the suitors have valuable and 
permanent rights to lose, than where their property is trivigl 
and precarious, and what the law gives them to-day may he 
seized by their prince to-morrow. In Turkey, says Montes 
quieu", where little regard is shewn to the lives or fortungs 
of the subject, all causes are quickly decided; the basha, 
on a summary hearing, orders which party he pleases to be 
bastinadoed, and then sends them about their business. But 


2 See pag. 327. Bp. L. b. 6. ch, 2. 
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in free states, the trouble, expense, and delays of judicial pro- 
ceedings are'the price that every subject pays for his liberty: 
and in all governments, he adds, the formalities of law in- 
crease, in proportion to the value which is set on the honour, 
the fortune, the liberty, and life of the subject. 


i] 


From these principles it might reasonably follow, that the 
English courts should be more subject to delays than those of 
other nations; as they set a greater value on life, on liberty, 
andon property. But it is our peculiar felicity to enjoy the 
advantage, and yet to be exempted from a proportionable 
share of the burthen. For the course of the civil law to 
which most other nations conform their practices, is much 
more tedious than ours; for proof of which I need only ap- 
peal to the suitors of those courts in England, where the prac- 
tice of the Roman law is allowed in its full extent. And 
particularly in France, not only our Fortescue’ accuses (on 
his own knowledge) their courts cf most unexampled delays 
in administering justice ; but even a writer of their own‘ has 
not scrupled to testify, that there were in his time more 
causes there depending than in all Europe besides, and some 
of them an hundred years old. But (not to enlarge upon the 
ies tie improvements which have been made in the cele- 
rity of justice by the disuse of real actions, by the statutes of 
amendment and jeofails’, and by other more medern regula- 
tions, which it now might be indelicate to remember, but 
which posterity will never forget) the time and attendance 

« afforded by the judges in our English courts are also greater 
than those of many other countries. In the Roman calendar 
there were in the whole year but twenty-eight judicial or tri- 
verbial" days allowed to the praetor for deciding causes": 
whereas, with us, one-fourth of the year is term time, in which 
three courts constantly sit for the dispatch of matters of law; 
besides the very close attendance of the court of chancery for: 
determining suits in equity, and the numerous courts of as- 

[425 ) sise and nes préus that sit in vacation for the trial of matters 


e 7 
* de Laud. LL. c. 58. bus kcebat praetor: fart tria verba, do, 
© Bodin. de Republ. i. 6. ¢.6. dwo, addwa. (Caly. Ler. 285.) 


¥ See pag. 407. W Spelman of the terms, § 4. c. 2. 
" Otherwise called dies fash +n 
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of fact. Indeed there is no other country in the known 
world, that hath an institution so commodious and so adapted 
to the dispatch of causes, as our trial by jury in those 
courts for the decision of facts; in no other nation under 
heaven does justice make her progress twice in each year into 
almost every part of the kingdom, to decide upon ‘the spot, 
by the voice of the people themselves, the disputes of the re- 
motest provinces. 
; 

Anp here this part of our commentaries, which regularly 
treats only of redress at the common law, would naturally 
draw to a conclusion. But, as the proceedings in the courts 
of equity are very different from those at common law, and 
as those courts are of a very general and extensive jurisdiction, 
it is in some measure a branch of the task I have undertaken, | 
to give the student some general idea of the forms of prac~ 
tice adopted by those courts. ‘These will, therefore, be the 
subject of the ensuing chapter. 
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CHAPTER THE TWENTY-SEVENTH. 


or PROCEEDINGS w tue COURTS 
or EQUITY: 


EFORE we enter on the proposed subject of the ensuing 

chapter, viz. the nature and method of proceedings in the 
courts of equity, it will be proper to recollect the observations 
which were made in the beginning of this book* on the prin- 
cipal tribunals of that kind, acknowledged by the constitution 
of England; and to premise a few remarks upon those parti- 
cular causes, wherein any of them claims and exercises a sole 
jurisdiction, distinct from and exclusive of the other. 


I wavs already > attempted to trace (though very concisely) 
the history, rise, and progress, of the extraordinary court, or 
court of equity, in chancery. The same jurisdiction is 
exercised, and the same system of redress pursued, in the 
eqitity court of the exchequer; with a distinction, however, 
as-to some few matters, peculiar to each tribunal, and in which 
the other cannot interfere. And, first, of those peculiar to 
the chancery. 


1. Upon the abolition of the court of wards, the care, 
which the crown was bound to take as guardian of it’s infant 
tenants, was totally extinguished in every feodal view; but 
resulted to the king in his court of chancery, together with 
the general protection of all other #fants in the kingdom. 
When therefore a fatherless child has no other guardian, the 
court of chancery has a right to appoint one: and from all 
proceedings relative thereto, an appeal lies to the house of 


* pag. 45, 50. 78. » pag. 50, &c. © FN.B. 27, 
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The court of exchequer can only appoint a guardian 
ad litem, to manage the defence of the infant if a suit be 
commenced against him; a power which is incident to the 
jurisdiction of every court of justice’: but when the interest 
of a minor comes before the court judicially, in the progress 
of a cause, or upon a bill for that purpose filed, either tri- 
bunal indiscriminately will take care of the property of the 
infant. (1) c # 


cy 


” 
* 


2. As to zdrots and smatics: the king himself ayed formerly 
to commit the custody of them to proper committees, in every 
particular case; but now, to avoid solicitations and the very 


4 Cro. Jac.641. 2 Lev. 163, 


(1) The origin of the jurisdiction of the court of chancery over 
infants, has been much discussed, without being brought to any satisfactory 
decision. Mr Hargrave (Co Litt 88 b. n.70 ) is of opinion that, so far as 
appears from presengyidence, it 1s not of antient date, and though now un- 
questionable, was aft first an usurpation. Mr Fonblanque (on Equity, vok ii. 
pp 226.232 5thedit ) argues that the jurisdiction is general, and entirely 
independent of the statute of H.8., which created the court of wards and 
liveries ; that it 1s part of the great parental superintendence, originally 
vested in the crown by the constitution, and exercised by the crown 
through the chancellor. The whole argument 1s well worth redding: one 
point 1s at least clear, that as the court of wards and liveries was expressly 
confined to the infant heirs of the tenants of the crown, its creation,, ot 
its abolition, could have no effect on the guardianship of infants in. general. 
It will be observed that the jurisdiction as to infants, is very distinct frem 
that as to idiots and lunatics; as to idiots, whether by common” law 
or the statute 17E 2.c 9, (see Vol.I. p.303.) the king has a beneficial 
interest in their lands, and as a special warrant from the crown is in 
all cases necessary to the grant of its interest, the separate commigeion, 
which gives the chancellor jurisdiction over their persons and estates, 
may be referred to that; and as to lunatics, though the same beneficial 
interest does not exist, yet as the 17E 2 c.10. gives either a new power 
to the crown, or at least a new regulation of an old power, (see Vol. I, 
p. 304.) in either case some new commission might be thought necessary be- 
yond the general jurisdiction conferred by the delivery of the great seal. 
And, accordingly, as Mr. Fopianque observes, the two jurisdictions are 
exercised in a different way, as if they flowed from different sources; in 
that over idiots and lunatics, no other court of equity partakes, nor is there 
an appeal to the lords ; m short, the power i8 delegated by*warfant to a 
particular officer, and the appeal is from him to the authority delegating 
it; but in that over infants, the master of the rolls has concurrent juris~ 
diction, and the appeal is to the lords, which are both circumstances 
tending the general jurisdiction of the chancellor. 

VOT TT. YY 
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shadow of cidlae partiality, a warrant is issued by the ding ¢ 

‘under his royal sign manual to the chancellor or keeper. of his 
seal to perform this office for him: and, if he acts impraperly 
in granting such custodies, the complaint must be made to 
the king himself in council‘. But the previous proceedings 
on the commission, to inquire whether or no the party be an 
idiot or a lunatic, are on the haw sideof the court of chancery, 
and can only be wedressed (if erroneous) by writ of error in 


the regulat-course dflaw. Wee: 


3. THe king; as parens patriae, hds the general superin- 
tendence of all charztzes ; which he exercises by the keeper of 
his conscience,: the chancellor. (2) And therefore whenever 
it is necessary, the attorney-general, at the relation of some 
informant, (who is usually called the redator,) files ex officro 
an information m the court of chancery to have the charity 
properly established. By statute also 43 Eliz, c.4. authority 
is given to the lord chancellor or lord keqger, and to the 
chancellor of the duchy of Lancaster, respectively, to grant 
commissions under their several seals, to inquire into any 
abuses ef charitable donations, and rectify the same by decree; 
which may bé’ reviewed in the respective courts of the several 
chancellors, Ripon exceptions taken thereto. But, though 
this is done in: the petty-bag office in the court of chancery, 
because the commission is there returned, it is not # proceed- 
ing at common law, but treated as an original cause in the 
court »of equity. The evidence below is not taken down in 


“waiting, and the respondent in his answer to the exceptions 


haa 
7s ch. 8. f 3 P. Wms. 108. 


This seems to be too generally stated, for though it is true that 
where a charity is established, and there is no charter to regulate it, as 
there must be somewhere a power for that purpose, the king has in such 
case a general superintendence; yet if there is a charter with proper powers, 
the charity must be regulated in the mannegipeescribed in the charter, and 
there is no room for the controlling. inter; Mtion of the court of chan- 


cery. The interposition of the court, thei efore, in those instances in 
which the charities were founded by charters, or by act of parliament, and 
& Visitos or governs, of trustees appointed, must be referred to the junsdic- 
tion which that court has in all cases in which a trust conferred appears to 
have beep abused, and not to an original right to direct the management 
of the charity. Fonblanque, 2. 207. 
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may allege what new matter he pleases; upon which they go 
to proof} and examine witnesses in writing upon all the miat- 
ters iwtissue : and the court may decree the respondent to 
pay all the costs, though no such authority is given by the 
statute. And as it is thus considered as an original cate 
throughout, an appeal lies of course from the chancellor’é 
decree to the house of peers §,’ notwithstanding any loose opin- 


ions to the contrary".(3) —. ue te a 


ny 


4. By the several statutes relating to bankrupts, a summary 
jurisdiction is given to the chancellor, in meny miatters -cori- 
sequential or previous to the commissions thereby directed to 
be issued ; from which the statutes give no a] 


On the other hand, the jurisdiction of the court of chan- 
cery doth not extend to some causes, wherein relief may be 
had in the exchequ No information can be brought, in 
chancery, for such mistaken charities, as are given to the 


® Duke's char. uses, 62.128. Cor- hoWVern 118 + 
poration of Burford v Lenthal Canc * | 
9 May 1743 : 





(3) By the 52G..c.101. in cases of supposed breach of any trust. 
created for charitable purposes, or whenever the directiofs of a court of 
equity shall be deemed necessary for the administration of any such, two 
or more persons may proceed either in chancery, the rolls, gr the ex- 
chequer, by way of petition allowed by the attorney or solicitor-genersl, 
which the court shall hear summanily, with discretion as to the costs of 
the application; and none of the proceedings shall be subject to any 
stamp duty whatever. a 

With respect to charities in England, for the education of the poorythe™ te 
objects of the 43 Eliz. c. 4. have recently been followed up by the legiv: 
lature on an extended scale. By the 658G.3. c.91. & 59G.3.¢.81. His»: 
majesty is authorised to appoint’ commissioners for the investigation of 
such charities with very extensive powers of inquiry These commissioners 
divide themselves for different parts of the country, and make a half-yearly 
report to his mayesty on the stagg.of the foundations which they have 
examined, specifying the amgunit,-@Management, and appropriation of the 
funds, and suggesting the best mode of remedymg abuses, and preventing © 
future misapplications ; and if any five or more of thenr. cestify the perti-- 
culars of any case to the attorney-general, with their opiaion | that the in- 
terference of a court of equity 1s necessary for remedying’ ‘misapplication, 
or regulating the future management, he may proceed. ‘by duaimary petitian 
iy the court of chancery, or by information in the exchequer sitting i 
equity for relief. 
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king by the statutes for suppressing superstitious uses. Nor 
can chancery give any relief against the king, or direct any 
act to be done by him, or make any decree disposingwf or 
affecting his property; not even in cases where he is a royal 
trustee '. Such causes must be determined in the court of ex- 
chequer, as a court of revenue; which alone has power over 
the king’s treasury, and the officers employed in it’s manage- 
ment: unless where it properly belongs to the duchy court of 
Lancaster, which hath also a similar jurisdiction as a court of 
revenue; and, like the other, consists of both a court of law 
and a court of equity. 


In all other matters, what is said of the court of equity in 
chancery will be equally applicable to the other courts of 
equity. Whatever difference there may be in the forms of 
practice, it arises from the different constitution of their of- 
ficers: or, if they differ in any thing morgyessential, one of 
them must certainly be wrong; for truth and justice are al- 
ways uniform, and ought equally to be adopted by them all. 


Let us next take a brief, but comprehensive, view of the 
general ‘nature of equity, as now understood and practised in 
our several courts of judicature. I have formerly touched 
upon it *, but imperfectly: it deserves a more complete ex- 
plication. Yet as nothing is hitherto extant, that. ran- give 
a‘stranger a tolerable idea of the courts of equity subsisting 
in England, as distinguished from the courts of law, the com- 
piler of these observations cannot but attempt it with diffi- 
dence: those who know them best, are too much employed 
to find time to write; and those who have attended but little 


‘in those courts, must be often at a loss for materials. 


Egurty then, in it’s true and genuine meaning, js the soul 
and spirit of all law: positive law is construed, arid rational 
law is made by it In this equity synonymous to justite: 
in that to the true sense and sound interpretation of the rule. 
But the yery‘terms of a court of equity, and a court of law, as 
contrasted to gach other, are apt to confound and mislead us; 


““ Huggins v. York Buildings’ Com- | -Lightbourn v. Attorney-general. Canc. 
pany. Canc. 24 Oct.1740. Reevev. At.” 2 May 1743. 
torney-general, Canc, 27 Nov. 1741. —-* Vol. I, antrod. § 2 & 3, ad calc. 
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as if the one judged without equity, and the other was not 

bound by any law. Whereas every definition or illustration 

to be met with, which now draws a line between the two ju- 
risdictions, by setting law and equity in opposition to each [ 430 ] 
other, will be found either totally erroneous or erroneous to a 

certain degree. 

1. Tuus in the first place it is said’, that it is the business 
of a court of equity in England to abate the rigour of the 
common law. But no such power is contended for. Hard 
was the case of bond-creditors, whose debtor devised away 
his real estate; rigorous and unjust the rule, which put the 
devisee in a better condition than the heir™; yet a court of 
equity had no power to interpose. Hard is the common law 
still subsisting, that land devised, or descending to the heir, 
shall not be liable to simple contract debts of the ancestor or 
devisor", although the money was laid out in purchasing the 
very land; and that the father shall never immediately suc- 
ceed as heir to the real estate of the son®: but a court of 
equity can give no relief; though in both these instances the 
artificial reason of the law, arising from feodal principles, has 
long «ago entirely ceased. The like may be observed of the 
descent of lands to a remote relation of the whole blood, or 
even their escheat to the lord, in preference, to the owner’s 
half brother’; and of the total stop to all justice, by causing 
the paral to demur, whenever an infant is sued as heir or is 
party to areal action. In all such cases of positive law, the 
courts of equity, as well as the courts of law, must say with 
Ulpian', “hoc quedem perquam durum est, sed rta lex scripta ca 


2. Ir is said*, that a court of equity determines according 
to the spirit of the rule, and not according to the strictness 
of the letter. But so also does a court of law. Both, for 
instance, ‘are equally bound, and equally profess, to interpret 
statutes according to the true intent of the legislature. In 
general law all cases cannot be foreseen,’ or, if foreseen, 


1 Lord Kaims. princ. of equit. 44. P Tid. pag. 227. ct 


™ See Vol. II. ch.23. pag. 378. 9 See pag. 300. 
® See Vol. IT. ch.15. pag. 243,244. *° Ff.,40. 9.12, 
chap. 28. pag. $77: . ° Lord Kaimas. princ. of equit. 17%. 


° Thid. ch. 14, pag. 208. 
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cannot be expressed :, some. will arise that will fall within the 
[ 481 ], meaning, though not,within the words, of the legislator; and 
others, which may fall within the letter, may be contrary to 
“ his meaning, though not expressly excepted. These cases, 
thus out of the letter, are often said to be within the equity, 
of an act of parliament; and so cases within the letter are 
frequently out of the equity. Here by equsty we mean no- 
thing but the sound interpretation of the law; though the 
words of the law itself may be too’general, too special, or 
otherwise inaccurate or défective. These then are the cases 
which, as Grotius ‘ says, “ lex non exacte definit, sed arbitrio 
“ bord virt permetizt 5” in order to find out the true sense and 
meaning of the lawgiver from every other topic of construc- 
tion. But there is not a single rule of interpreting laws, 
whether equitably or strictly, that is not equally used by the 
judges in the courts both of law and equity: the construction 
must in both be the same; or, if they differ, it is only as one 
court of law may also happen to differ from another. Each 
endeavours to fix and adopt the true sense of the law in 
question ; ; neither can enlarge, diminish, or alter, that 
in a single tittle. - 


4 


8. AGary, it hath been said", that fraud, accident, and 
are the proper and peculiar objects of a court of equi- 
ty. (4) But every kind of fraud isxequally' cognizable, and 
equally adverted to, in a court of law: and some frauds are 
cognizable only there: as fraud in obtainifg a devise of lands, 
-which 1s always sent out of the equity cdurts, to be there de- 
termined. (5) Many accedents are also supplied an a court 
of law ; as, loss of deeds, mistates in receipts, or accounts, 
wrong payments, deaths which make it impossible to perform 
a condition literally, and a multitude of other contingencies ; 
and many cannot be relieved even in a court of equity ; 
if by accident a recoyery js ill suffered, a devise ill executed, 


“ 1 Roll. Abr. 374,*" 4 Inst, 84, 10. 
Mod. 1 


Rolle says, feo ate vie mon seigneur Coke a citer, two verses pur ceo 
hors de sr Thomas Moore. 
“ Three things are to be helpt in conscience, 
Fraud, accident, and things of confidence.” 
vy. Claverden. 2 Atk, 424, 
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a contingent remainder destroyed, ora power of leasing 
omitted in a family settlement. A technical ¢rust, indeed, 
created by the limitation of a second use, was forced into the 
courts of equity in the manner formerly mentioned *;gand [ 482 ] 
this species of trusts, extended by inference and construction, 
have ever since remained as a kind of peculzum in those courts. 
But there are other trusts, which are cognizable in a court of 
law: as deposits, and all manner of bailments; and especially 
that implied contract, so highly beneficial and useful, of hay- 
ing undertaken to account for. money received to another’s 
use*, which is the ground of an action on the case almost as 
anieerially remedial as a bill in equity. 


43] 


4. ONcE more; it has been said that a court of equity is 
not bound by rules or precedents, but acts from the opinion 
of the judge ¥, founded on the circumstances of every particular 
case. Whereas the system of our courts of equity is a la- 
boured connected system, governed by established rules, and 
bound down by precedents, from which they do not depart, 
although the reason of some of them may perhaps be liable 
to objection. ‘Thus the refusing a wife her dower in a trust- 
estate’, yet allowing the husband his courtesy: ‘the holding 
the penalty of a bond to be merely a security forthe debt and 
interest, yet considering it sometimes as the debt itself, so that 
the interest shall not exceed that penalty *, the distinguishing 
between a mortgage at five per cent. with a clause of a reduc- 
tion to four, if the interest be regularly paid, and a mortgage 
at four per cent. with a clause of enlargement to jive, if the 
payment of the interest be deferred ; so that the former shall 
be ipveigat: a conscientious, the latter an unrighteous bar- 
gain ?: all these, and other cases that might be instanced, 


W Book II. ch. 20. ‘¢ standard for the measure a chancel. 
* See pag. 163. ‘‘ lor’s foot. What an uncertain mea- 
Y Thisis by. My. Selden,(Table- ‘* sure would thisbe! One chancellor 


talk,-tit. equity) with more pleasantry 
thah truth. * Equity 1s a roguish thing. 
 foredaw, we have a measure, and 
“ know what trust to equity 18 ac- 
‘¢ cording to the conscience of him that 
* 1s chancellor; and, as that is larger 
‘© or narrower, so is equity. °*Tis all 
‘one, as if they should make the 


« hes a long foot, another a short foot, 
“ a third en -i#difforent foot. It is the 
‘¢ same thing with the chancellor's ron- 
‘* science.’ 

2 @P, Wms, 640. se VoL TT 
337. 

* Salk. 154. 

> 2 Vern, 289, 316,>$ Atk. 
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_ ate plainly rules of positive law} supported only by the re- 
{ 483 ].vetence that is shewn, and generally very properly shewn, to 
a series of former determinations; that the rule of property 
may be uniform and steady. Nay, sometimes a precedent is 
so strictly followed, that a particular judgment founded upon 
special circumstances °, gives rise to a general rule, 


short, ifa court of equity in England did really act, as 
many ingenious writers ‘have supposed it (from theory) to do, 
it would rise above all law, either common or statute, and be 
a most arbitrary legislator in every particular case. No won- 
der they are so often mistaken.. Grotius, or Puffendorf, or 
any other of the great masters of jurisprudence, would have 
been as little able to discover, by their own light, the system 
of a court of equity in England, as the system of a court of 
law: especially, as the notions beforementioned of the cha- 
racter, power, and practice of a court of equity were formerly 
adopted and propagated (though not with approbation of the 
thing) by our principal antiquaries and lawyers; Spelman 4, 
Coke *, Lambard ‘, and Selden ®, and even the great Bacon * 
himself, But this was in the infancy of our courts of equity, 
before their jurisdiction was settled, and when the chancellors 
themselves, partly from their ignorance of. law (being fre- 
quently bishops or statesmen), partly from ambition or lust of 
power, (encouraged by the arbitrary principles of the age they 
lived in,) but principally from the narrow and unjust decisions 
of the courts of law, had arrogated to themselves such unli- 
mited authority, as hath totally been disclaimed by their suc-” 
cessors for now above a century past. The decrees of a court 
of equity were then rather in the nature of awards, formed on 
the sudden pro re nata, with more probity of intention than 
[ 434 ] knowledge of the subject; founded on no settled principles, 
as being never designed, and therefore never used, for prece- 
dents. ‘But the systems of jurisprudence, in our courts both 


€ See the case of Foster and Munt, nova ratione, recognoscat quae volusrit, 
1 Vern. 478. with regard to the undis- mutet et deleat prout suae vdebitur prux 
posed residuum of personal estates. dentiae. (Glos. 108.) 
4 Quae wn summis itague irubunalibus ° See pag. 54, 55. 
multt ¢ lagum canone decernunt judwes, * Archelon. 71, 72,73, 
(sé res exigerit) cohwbeat cancellarug = * wt supra. 
mee, alter decretis tenetur - "de Augm. Scient. 1.8. c, 3. 
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of law and equity, are now equally artificial systems, founded 
on the same principles of justice and positive law; but varied 
by different usages in the forms and mode of their proceed- 
ings: the one being originally derived (though much reformed 
and improved) from the feodal customs, as they prevailed in 
different ages in the Saxon and Norman judicatures; the 
other (but with equal improvements) from the imperial and 
pontifical formularies, introduced by their clerical chancellors. 


THE suggestion indeed of every bill, to give jurisdiction to 
the courts of equity (copied from those early times) is that the 
complamant hath no remedy at the common law. But he 
who should from thence conclude, that no case is judged of in 
equity where there might have been relief at law, and at the 
same time casts his eye on the extent and variety of the cases 
in our equity reports, must think the law a dead letter indeed. 
The rules of property, rules of evidence, and rules of inter- 
pretation in both courts are, or should be, exactly the same: 
both ought to adopt the best, or must cease to be courts of 
justice. Formerly some causes, which now no longer exist, 
might occasion a different rule to be followed in one court, 
from what was afterwards adopted in the other, as founded in 
the nature and reason of the thing: but, the instant those 
causes ceased, the measure of substdntial justice- ought to 
have been the same in both. Thus the penalty of a bond, 
originally contrived to evade the absurdity of those monkish 
constitutions which prohibited taking interest for money, was 
therefore very pardonably considered as the real debt in the 
courts- of law, when the debtor neglected to perform his 
agreement for the return of the iban with interest: for the 
judges could not, as ‘the law then stood, give judgment that 
the interest should be specifically paid. But when afterwards 
the taking of interest became legal, as the necessary compa- 
nion of commerce}, nay, after the statute of 37 Hen. VIII. c.9. 
had declared the debt or loan itself to be “ the just and true 
intent” for which the obligation was given, their narrow- 
minded successors still adhered wilfully and technically to the 
letter of the antient precedents, and, refused to consider the 
payment of principal, interest, and costs, as a full satisfaction 


? 
« 


' See Vol. II, pag. 456. 
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of the bond. At thé same time more liberal men, who sate 
in the courts of equity, construed the instrument according to 
it’s “ just and true intent,” as merely a security for the loan: 
in which light it was certainly understood by the parties, at 
least after these determinations; and therefore this construc- 
tion should have been universally received. So in mortgages, 
being only a landed as the other is a personal security for 
the money lent, the payment of principal, interest, and costs 
ought at any time, before judgment executed, to have saved 
the forfeiture in a court'of law, as well as in a court of equity. 
And the inconvenience, as well as injustice, of putting differ- 
ent constructions in different courts upon one and the same 
transaction, obliged the parliament at length to interfere, and 
‘to direct by the statutes 4&5 Ann. c. 16. and 7Geo.II. c.20. 
that, in the cases of bonds and mortgages, what had long been 
the practice of the courts of equity should also for the future 
be universally followed in the courts of law; wherein it had 
before these statutes in some degree obtained a footing’, 


~ Acain; neither a court of equity nor of law can vary men’s 
wills or agreements, or, (in other words) make wills or.agree- 
ments for them. Both are to understand them truly, and 
therefore both of them uniformly. One court ought not to 
extend, nor the other’abridge, a lawful provision deliberately 
settled by the parties, contrary to it’s just intent. A court of 
equity, no more than a court of law, can relieve against a 
penalty in the nature of stated damages ; asa rent of 51, an 
acre for ploughing up antient meadow *: nor against a lapse 
of time, where the time is material to the contracts as in 
covenants for renewal of leases. Both courts will equitably 
construe, but neither pretends to control or change, a lawful 
stipulation or engagement. 


[ 436 ] Tue rules of decision are in both ceutts equally apposite 
to the subjects of which they take cognizance. Where the 
subject matter is such as requires to be determined secundum 
aequum et boxtem, as generally upen actions on the case, the 
judgments of the courts of law are guitled by the most liberal 


. 5583. 555, Salk. 597. k 9 Atk. 239 
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equity, In matters of positive right, both courts must submit 
to and follow those antient and invariable maxims “ que 
relicta sunt et tradita'.” Both follow the law of nations, and 
collect it from history and the most approved authors of all 
countries, where the question is the object of that law: as in 
case of the privileges of embassadors ™, hostages, or ran- 
som-bills *. (6) In mercantile transactions they follow the 
marine-law °, and argue from the usages and authorities 
received in all maritime countries. Where they exercise a 
concurrent jurisdiction, they'both follow the law of the proper 
forum? , in matters originally of ecclesiastical cognizance, 
they both equally adopt the canon’ or imperial law, according 
to the nature of the subyect‘?; and, if a question came before 
either, which was properly the object of a foreign municipal 
law, they would both receive information what is the ryle of 
the country ', and would both decide accordingly. 


Sucu then being the parity of law and reason which 
both species of courts, wherem (it may be asked) does their 
essential difference consist? It principally consists in the 
different modes of administering justice in each; in the mode 
of proof, the mode of trial, and the mode of relief.- Upon 
these, and upon two other accidental grounds of jurisdiction, 
which were formerly driven into those courts by narrow deci- 
sions of the courts of law, vzz. the true construction of securi- 
ties for money lent, and the form and effect of a trust or 
second use; upon these’ main pillars hath been gradually 
erected that structure of jurisprudence, which prevails in our 
courts, of equity, and is inwardly bottomed upon the same 
substantial foundations as the legal system which hath hitherto 


' De gure naturae cogdare per nos © SeeVol.I. pag. 75. Vol. 11. pag. 459. 
Gtque sicere debemus; de gure popull 461.467. 
oman, guae relicta sunt et tradita. ? See Vol, UI, peag 515. 
(Cic. de Leg. 2. 3. ad cale.) 9 Ibid. 504, 
. ™ See Vol.I. pag. 258; ' 
“ Ricord v. Beftenham Tr,5Geo. ILI. 


(6) A ransom-bill is the security which the master of,a captured vessel 
gives to the captor for the yangom of her; but by st. 22G.3. ¢,25.all con- 


tracts for that purpose art coset Hlegal, atid all such bile Bhsolutely 
void. 
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been delineated in these commentaries; however different 
they may appear in their outward form, from the different 
taste of their architects. 


1. AND, first, as to the mode of proof’ When facts, or 
their leading circumstances, rest only in the knowledge of the 
party, a court of equity applies itself to his conscience, and 
purges him upon oath with regard to the truth of the trans- 
action ; and, that being once discovered, the judgment is the 
same in equity as it would have been at law. But, for want 
of this discovery at law, the courts of equity have acquired a 
concurrent jurisdiction with every other court in all matters 
of account’. As incident to accounts, they take a concur- 
rent cognizance of the administration of personal assets ', con- 
sequently of debts, legacies, the distribution of the seailes 

and the conduct of executors and admmistrators. As inci- 
dent to accounts, they also take the concurrent jurisdiction 
wf tithes, and all questions relating thereto”; of all dealings 
in partnership *, and many other mercantile transactions ; 
and %o of bailiffs, receivers, factors, and agents’. It would 
be endless to point out all the several avenues in human 
affairs, and in this commercial age, which lead to or end in 
accounts. 


From the same fruitful source, the compulsive discovery 
upon oath, the courts of equity have acquired a jurisdiction 
over almost all matters of fraud; all matters in the private 
knowledge of the party, which, though concealed, are binding 
in conscience; and all judgments at law, obtained’ through 
such fraud or eoaecalnene And this, not by impeaching or 

' 438 ] reversing the judgment itself, but by prohibiting the plaintiff 
from taking any advantage of a judgment, obtained by sup- 

, pressing the truth *; and which, had the same facts appeared 

on the trial as now are discovered, he would never have 


* 1 Chan. Cas.57. Y 2 Vern. 688. : 
t 2 Pp, Wms. 145. ‘ 2 2 Chan. Cas. 46. 
u2Chan Cas. 152. "3 P. Wms. 148. Yearebook, 


w 1 Equ. Cas. abr. $67. 22 
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2. As to the mode of #rial. This is,by interrogatories 
administered to the witnesses, upon which their depositions 
are taken in writing, wherever they happen to reside. If 
therefore the cause arises in a foreign country, and the wit- 
nesses reside upon the spot; if, in causes arising in England, 
the witnesses are abroad, or shortly to leave the kingdom; or 
if witnesses residing at home are aged or infirm; any of these 
cases lays a ground for a court of equity to grant a commis- 
sion to examine them, and (in consequence) to exercise the 
same jurisdiction, which might have been exercised at law, if 
the witnesses could probably attend. 


3. WitTH respect to the mode of relief’ The want of a 
more specific remedy, than can be obtained in the courts of 
law, gives a coneurrent jurisdiction to a court of equity in a 
great variety of cases. ‘To instance in executory agreements. 
A court of equity will compel them to be carried into strict 
execution >, unless where it is improper or impossible: instead* 
of giving aannge: for their non-performance. And hencea 
fiction is established, that what ought to be done shall be 
considered as being actually done‘, and shall relate back to 
the time when it ought to have been done originally: and this 
fiction is so closely pursued through all it’s consequences, that 
it necessarily branches out into many rules of jurispruderiée, 
which form a certain regular system. So of waste, and other 
similar injuries, a court of equity takes a concurrent cogni- 
zance, in order to prevent them by injunction*. Over ques- 
tions that -may be tried at law, in a great multiplicity of actions, 
a court of equity assumes a jurisdiction, to prevent the ex- 
pence and vexation of endless litigations and suits®. In various 
kinds of frauds it assumes a concurrent‘ jurisdiction, not only 


[ 439 


for the sake of a discovery, but of a more extensive and . 
specific relief: as by setting aside fraudulent deeds ®, decree- . 


ing re-conveyances", or directing an absolute conveyance 
merely to stand as a security’. And thus, lastly, for the sake 
of a more beneficial and complete relief by decreeing a sale 


b 1 Eu. Cas abr. 16. 2 P. Wms. 156, 
¢ $3 P.Wms 215. 5 1 Vern. 32, 1 P. Wms, 239. 
41h, Rep. 14, 2 Chan, Cas.32, ,, 1 Vern. 237. , 


€ 1 Vern. 808. Pree, Chan. 261. : ' 2 Vern, 84, ~ % 
1 P, Wms 672. Str, 404. , 
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of lands‘, a court of equity holds plea of all debts, incum- 
brances, and charges, that may affect it or issue thereout. 


4, Tue true construction of securities for money lent is” 
another fountain of jurisdiction in courts of equity. When 
they held the penalty of a bond to be the form, and that in 
substance it was only as a pledge to secure the repayment of 
the sum dona fide advanced, with a proper compensation for 
the use, they laid the foundation of a regular series of deter- 
minations, which have settled the doctrine of personal pledges 
or securities, and are equally applicable to mortgages of real 
property. ‘The mortgagor continues owner of the land, the 
mortgagee of the money lent upon it; but this ownership is 
mutually transferred, and the mortgagor is barred from re- 
demption; if, when called upon by the mortgagee, he does not 
reddetn within a time limited by the court; or he may when 
out.8f possession be barred by length of time, by analogy to 

"the statute of limitations. (7) 


5. Tue form of a trust, or second use, gives the courts of 
equity an exclusive jurisdiction as to the subject-matter of all 
settlemerits and devises in that form, and of all the long terms 
created in the present complicated mode of conveyancing. 
This is a very ample source of jurisdiction: but the trust is 
governed by very nearly the same rules, as would govern the 
estate in a court of law’, if no trustee was interposed: and 

[ 440 ] by a regular positive system established in the courts of equity, 
the doctrine of trusts is now reduced to as great a certainty as 
that of legal estates in the courts of the common law. 


TuEseE are the principal (for I omit the minuter) grounds 
of the jurisdiction at present exercised in our courts of equity : 
which differ, we see, very considerably from the notions enter- 
tained by strdngers, and even by those courts themselves be- 
fore they arrived to maturity; as appears from the principles 
laid down, and: the jealousies entertained of their abuse, 
by our early juridical writers cited in a former page™; and 


1. Cas. abr: 337, ™ See page 433 
12 P. Wms, 645. 668, 669. 713. 736. 





(7) See 2 Fonblanque, 264, 5th edit. 
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which have been implicitly received and handed down by 
subsequent compilers, without attending to those gradual 
accessions and derelictions, by which in the course of a cen- 
tury this mighty mver hath imperceptibly shifted its channel. 
Lambard in particular, in the reign of queen Elizabeth, lays 
it down", that ** equity should be appealed unto, but only in’ 
‘‘ rare and extraordinary matters: and that a good chancel 
*¢ lor will not receive knowledge of every complaint that shall: 
“ be brought before him upon whatsoever suggestion: and 
¢ thereby both overthrow the authority of the courts of com- 
‘* mon law, and also bring upon men such a confusion and 
“‘ uncertainty, as hardly any man should know how or when 
“‘ he may hold his own assured.” And certainly, if a court 
of equity were still at sea, and floated upon the occasional 
opinion which the judge who happened to preside might: 
entertain of conscience in every particular case, the incens: 
venience that would arise from this uncertainty, would Atle ee. 
worse evil than any hardship that could follow from rules tog. 
strict and inflexible. It’s powers would have become tea: 
arbitrary to have been endured in a country like this °, which 
boasts of being governed in all respects by law and not by 
will. But since the time when Lambard wrote, a set of great 
and eminent lawyers °, who have successively held the great 
seal, have by degrees erected the system of relief administered 
by a court of equity into a regular science, which cannot be [ 441 ] 
attained without study and experience, any more than the 
science of law: but from which, when understood, it may be 
known what remedy a suitor is entitled to expect, and by what 
mode of suit, as readily and with as much precision, in a court 
of equity as in a court of law. 


Ir were much to be wished, for the sake of certainty, peace, 
and justice, that each court would as far as possible follow the 
other, in the best and most effectual rules for attaining those 
desirable ends. It is a maxim that equity follows the law; 
and in former days the law has not scrupled to follow even 
that equity, which was laid down by the clerical thancellors, 
Every one who is conversant in our antient books, knows 


" Archewn. 80, 81. P See pages 54, 55, 56. 
° 2 P. Wms. 685, 686. 
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that many valuable improvements in.the state of our tenures 
(especially in Jeaseholds‘ and copyholds*) and the forms of 
administering justice*, have arisen from this single reason, 
that the same thing was constantly effected by means of a 
subpoena in the chancery. And sure there cannot be a greater 
solecism, than that in two sovereign mdependent courts esta- 
blished in the same country, exercising concurrent jurisdic- 
tion, and over the same subject-matter, there should exist in 
a single instance two different rules of property, clashing with 
or contradicting each other. 


Ir would carry me beyond the bounds of my present pur- 
pose, to go farther into this matter. I have been tempted to 
go so far, because strangers are apt to be confounded by nomi- 
nal distinctions, and the loose unguarded expressions to be 
met with in the best of our writers; and thence to form erro- 
neotis ideas of the separate jurisdictions now existing in England, 
but which never were separated in any other country in the uni- 
verse. It hath also afforded me an opportunity to vindicate, on 
the one hand, the justice of our courts of law from being that 
harsh and illiberal rule, which many are too ready to suppose it; 
and on the other, the justice of our courts of equity from being 
the result of mere arbitrary opinion, or an exercise of dictatorial 
power, which rides over the law of the land, and corrects, 
amends, and controls it by the loose and fluctuating dictates 
of the conscience of a single judge. It is now high time to 
proceed to the practice of our courts of equity, thus explained, 
and thus understood. 


Tue first commencement of a suit in chancery is by prefer- 
ring a bill to the lord chancellor, in the style of a petition; 
“‘ humbly complaining sheweth to your lordship your orator 
“A.B, that, &c.” This is in the nature of a declaration at 
common law, or a libel and allegation in the spiritual courts: 
setting forth the circumstances of the case at length as, some 
fraud, trust, or hardship; ‘in tender consideration whereof ,” 
(which is the usual language of the bill), ‘ and for that your 
** orator is wholly without remedy at the common law,” relief 

9 Gilbert of ejectment, 2, 2 Bac. * Bro, Abr ¢. tenant. per come. pl. 


Abr. 160. ‘ 10. Litt. § 77. ° 
* See page 200. 
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is therefore prayed at the chaneellor’s hands, nd also process 
of subpoena against the defendant, to compel him to ahswer 
upon oath to all the matter charged in the bill. And, if it'be 
to quiet the possession of lands, to stay waste, or to stop pro- 
ceedings at law, an injunction is also prayed, in the naturé of 

an interdictaum by the civil law, commanding the defendant to 
cease. 


Tuis bill must call all necessary parties, however remotely 
concerned in interest, before the court, otherwise no decree 
can be made to bind them (8); and must be signed by counsel, 
as a certificate of it’s decency and propriety. For it must not 
contain matter either scandalous or impertinent: if it does; 
the defendant may refuse to answer it, till such seandal or 
impertinence is expunged, which is done upon an order to 
refer it to one of the officers of the court, called a master in 
chancery; of whorn there are in number twelve, including the 
master of the rolls, all of whom, so late as the reign of queen 
Elizabeth, were commonly doctors of the civil law.° The 
master is to examine the propriety of the bill: and if he reports 


§ Smith’s Commonw. b. 2. c.12. 





(8) This rule, however, admits of some qualifications arising either from 
necessity or convenience. Thus where a person who ought to be a party 
is out of the jurisdiction of the court, that fact being stated in the bill, 
and admitted by the defendants, or proved at the hearing, is isi most cases 
a sufficient reason for not bringing hini before the court, and the court 
will proceed without him against the other parties as far as circumstances 
will permit.* ** So when the obyect of a suit is to charge the personal 
property of a deceased person with a demand, it is generally sufficient to 
brmg before the court the person constituted by law to represent that pro- 
perty, and to answef all demands upon it So also persons Having a des 
mand on trust property, prior to the creation of the trust, may enforce 
their demand against the trustees, without bringing before the court the 
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persons interested under the trust, if the absolute disposition of the pro- - 


perty is vested in the trustees. And upon the satne principles the court 
has been induced in some instances to depart from the sathe rule ds ap. 
plied to plaintiffs, where the suit is on behalf of many in the same 
interest, and they cannot easily be all discovered, or where great expence 
and delay will be saved by, and no injustice can result from, the 
As in the case of bills, by a few of many creditors or leguteds, in bebnlf 
of themselves and the others, where all the others may, if they pleabe, 
come in, and cause themselves to be made parties to the suit aftdr i 
commencement. Mitford's Plead. 134. 
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it seailens or impertinent, at matter must be struck out, 


and the defendant shall have his costs; which ought of right 


to be paid by the counsel who signed the bill. (9) 


" -Waex the bill j is filed in the office of the six clerks, (who 
originally were all in orders; and therefore, when the constitu- 
tion of the court began to alter, a law‘ was made to permit 
them to marry,) when, I say, the bill is thus filed, if an in- 
junction be prayed therein, it may be had at various stages of 
the cause, according to the circumstances of the case. If the 
bill be to stay execution upon an oppressive judginent, and the 


‘defendant does not put in his answer within the stated time 


allowed by the rules of the court, an injunction will issue of 
course: and, when the answer comes in, the injunction can 


‘only be continued upon a sufficient ground appearing from the 
‘answer itself, But if an injunction be wanted to stay waste, or 


other injuries of an equally urgent nature, then upon the filing 
of the bill, and a proper case supported by effidavits, the court 
will grant an injunction immediately to continue till the defend- 
ant has put in his answer, and till the court shall make some 
farther order concerning it: and, when the answer comes in, 
whether it shall then be dissolved or continued till the hearing 
of the cause is determined by the court upon argument, drawn 
from considering the answer and affidavit together. 


But, upon common bills, as soon as they are filed, process 
of subpoena is taken out; which is a writ commanding the de- 
fendant to appear and answer to the bill, on pain of 100. But 
this is not all; for, if the defendant, on service of the subpoena, 
does not appear within the time limited by the rules of the 
court, and plead, demur, or answer to the bill, he is then 
said to be in contempt, and the respective processes of con- 
tempt are in successive order awarded against him. The first 
of which i is an attachment, which is a writ in the nature of a 
capias, directed to the sheriff, and commanding him to amc 


t Sat.14 & 15 Hen. VIII. c. 8 
nt 
{9) But if that which is stated is material to the4ssue, it may be false, 
buf cannot be scandalous; if relevant, it is not impertinent; though scan- 
dalous in its nature, if relevant and pertinent, it cannot be treated as scan- 
dalous, Per Ld, Eidon C., Ex parte Simpson, 15 Vesey, 477. 
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or take up, the defendant, and bring him intovourt. If the 
sheriff returns that the defendant non est inventus, then an 
attachment with proclamations issues; which, besides the ordi- 
nary form of attachment, directs the sheriff, that he cause public 
proclamations to be made, throughout the county, to summon 
the defendant, upon his allegiance, personally to appear and 
answer. If this be also returned with a non est inventus, and 
he still stands out in contempt, a commission of rebellion is 
awarded against him, for not obeying the king’s proclamations 
according to his allegiance; and four commissioners therein 
named, or any of them, are ordered to attach him wheresoever 
he may be found in Great Britain, as a rebel and contemner 
of the king’s laws and government, by refusing to attend his 
sovereign when thereunto required: since, as was before ob- 
served 4, matters of equity were originally determined by the 
king in person, assisted by his council; though that business 
is now devolved upon his chancellor. If upon this commission 
of rebellion a non est inventus is returned, the court then 
sends a serjeant at arms in quest of him; and if he eludes the 
search of the serjeant also, then a sequestration issues to seise 
all his personal estate, and the profits of his real, and to detain 
them, subject to the order of the court. Sequestrations were 
first introduced by sir Nicholas Bacon, lord keeper in the 
reign of queen Elizabeth; before which the court found some 
difficulty in enforcing its process and decrees’. After an 
order for a sequestration issued, the plaintiff’s bill is to be 
taken pro confesso, and a decree to be made accordingly. So 
that the sequestration does not seem to be in the nature of 
process to bring in the defendant, but only intended to enforce 
the performance of the decree. Thus much ‘if the defendant 
absconds. 


Ir the defendant is taken upon any of this process, he is to 
be committed to the fleet, or other prison, till he puts in his 
appearance, or answer, or performs whatever else this process 
is issued to enforce, and also clears his contempts by paying 
the costs which the plaintiff has incurred thereby. For the 
same kind of process (which was also the process of the court 
of star-chamber till it’s dissolution”) is issued out in all sorts 


* pag. 60. * 1 Vern, 421. ¥ 18 Rym. Foed. 195, 
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of edntenipts during the progress of the cause, if the parties in 
aniy’ point refuse or neglect to obey the order of the court. ~~ 


THE process ugainst a body corporate is by distringas, to 
distrein them by their goods and chattels, rents and profits, 
till they shall obey the summons or directions of the court. 
And, ifa peer is a defendant, the lord chancellor sends a letter 
missive to him to request his appearance, together with a copy 
of the bill; and, ifhe neglects to appear, then he may be served 
with a subpoena ; and, if he continues still in contempt, a se- 
questration issues out immediately against his lands and goods, 
without any of the mesne process of attachments, &c. which 
are directed only against the person, and therefore cannot 
affect a lord of parliament. ‘The same process issues against 
a member of the house of commons, except only that the lord 
chancellor sends him no letter missive. (10) 


TE ordinary process before mentioned cannot be sued ant 
till after service of the subpoena, for then the contempt begins ; 
otherwise he is not presumed to have notice of the bill: and 
therefore by absconding to avoid the subpoena a defendant 
might have eluded justice, till the statute 5Geo.II. c.25. 
which enacts that, where the defendant cannot be found to be 
served with process of subpoena, and absconds (as is believed) 
to avoid being served therewith, a day shall be appointed him 
to appear to the bill of the plaintiff; which is to be inserted 
in the London gazette, read in the parish church where the 
defendant last lived, and fixed up at the royal exchange; 
and, if the defefidant doth not appear upon that day, the bilk 
shall be taken pro confesso. 


Bur if the defendant appears regularly, and takes a copy 
of the bill, he is next to demur, plead, or answer. 





¥ 


(10) And if the defendant, having privilege of parliament, neglects to 
appear after the process of sequestration returned, the court may, upon 
the application of the plaintiff, appoint a clerk in court to enter an ap- 
petirance fot him, and the cause then proceeds as if he had actually a 
peared, 45G.3.c, 194, S86 ante, p. 269. n. (10); for 4 sitiler provision 
the courts of law. 
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- A DEMURRER in equity is nearly of the same nature as a 
demurrer in law; being an appeal to the judgment of the 
court, whether the defendant shall be bound to answer the 
plaintiff's bill: as, for want of sufficient matter of equity 
therein contained; or where the plaintiff, upon his own 
shewing, appears to have no right; or where the bill seeks a 
discovery of a thing which may cause a forfeiture of any kind, 
or may convict aman of any criminal mis-behaviour. For-any 
of these causes a defendant may demur to the bill. And iff 
on demurrer, the defendant prevails, the plaintiff’s bill shall 
be dismissed: if the demurrer be over-ruled, the defendant is 
ordered to answer. 


A PLEA may be either to the yurzsdiction ; shewing that the 
court has no cognizance of the cause ; or to the person; shewe 
ing some disability in the plaintiff, as by outlawry, excom- 
munication, and the like: or it is in dar; shewing some 
matter wherefore the plaintiff can demand no relief, as an 
act of parliament, a fine, a release, or a former decree. And 
the truth of this plea the defendant is bound to prove, if put 
upon it by the plaintiff.. But as bills are often of a compli- 
cated nature, and contain various matter, a man may plead 
as to part, demur as to part, and answer to the residue. But 
no exceptions to formal mznutzae in the pleadings will be here 
allowed; for the parties are at liberty, on the discovery of any 
errors in form, to amend them *. 


AN answer is the most usual defence that is made to a 
plaintiff’s bill. It is given in upon oath, or the honour of a 
peer or peeress: but, where there are amicable defendants, 
their answer is usually taken without oath by consent of the 
plaintiff. This method of proceeding is taken from the eccle- 
siastical courts, like the rest of the practice in chancery: for 
there, in almost every case, the plaintiff may demand the 
oath of his adversary in supply of proof. Formerly this was 
done in those courts with compurgators, in the manner of our 
waging of law: but this has been long disused; and instead 

* Em cest court de chauncerie, home lonque conaciens, et nemi ox rigore juris. 
ne serra prejudice par son muspleding ow (Dyvernte des courts, edit. 1584, fol. 296, 
pur defaut de forme, mies solonque le 297. Bro. Abr.-t. jurisdiction 50s) 
veryte del mater, car u dott agarder so- 
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of ‘it the present kind-of purgation, by the single oath of the 
party himself, was introduced. This oath was made use of in 
the spiritual courts, as well in criminal cases of ecclesiastical 
cognizance, as in matters of civil right; and it was then usu- 
ally denominated the oath ex officio: whereof the high com- 


‘mission court in particular made a most extravagant and 


illegal use; forming a court of inquisition, in which all persons 
were obliged to answer in cases of bare suspicion, if the com- 
missioners thought proper to proceed against them ex officco 
for any supposed ecclesiastical enormities. But when the 
high commission court was abolished by statute 16 Car. I. c.11. 
this oath ex officio was abolished with it; and it is also enacted 
by statute 18 Car. IT. st.1.c.12. “ that it shall not be lawful 
*‘ for any bishop or ecclesiastical judge to tender to any per- 
“ gon the oath ex officio, or any other oath whereby the party 
‘“‘ may be charged or compelled to confess, accuse, or purge 
“ himself, of any crzminal matter.” But this does not extend 
to oaths in a civil suit, and therefore it is still the practice, 
both in the spiritual courts and in equity, to demand the 
personal answer of the party himself upon oath. Yet if in 
the bill any question be put, that tends to the discovery of 
any crime, the defendant may thereupon demur, as was before 
observed, and may refuse to answer. 


Ir the defendant lives within twenty miles of London, he 
must be sworn before one of the masters of the court: if 
farther off, there may be a dedzmus potestatem or commission 
to take his answer in the country, where the commissioners 
administer him the usual oath; and then, the answer being 
sealed up, either one of the commissioners carries it up to the 
court; or it is sent by a messenger, who swears he received 
it from one of the commissioners, and that the same has not 
been opened or altered since he received it. An answer must 
be signed by counsel (11), and must either deny or confess 
all the material parts of the bill; or it may confess and avoid, 
that is, justify or palliate the facts. If one of these is not 





(11) It need not be signed by counsel, when taken by commissioners 
in the‘country, who are responsible for the propriety of its contents. If 
the answer is excepted to for insufficiency, these exceptions must also be 

counsel. Mitford’s Pleading, 255. 3d edit. 
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‘done, the answer may be excepted: to for insufficiency, and 
the defendant be compelled to put in a more sufficient answer. 
A defendant cannot pray any thing i in this his answer, but to 
be ‘dismissed the court: if he has any relief to pray against 
the plaintiff, he must do it by an original bill of his own, which 
is called a cross-bill. (12) 

Arrer answer put in, the plaintiff upon payment of costs 
may amend his bill, either by adding new parties, or. new 
matter, or both, upon the new lights given him by the defend- 
ant; and the defendant is obliged to answer afresh to such 
amended bill. But this must be before the plaintiff has re- 
plied to the defendant’s answer, whereby the cause is at, issue ; 
for afterwards, if new matter arises, which did not exist be- 
fore, he must set it forth by a supplemental bill. ‘There may 
be also a bill of revivor when the suit is abated by the death 
of any of the parties; in order to set the proceedings again 
in motion, without which they remain at a stand.(13) And 





(12) Thns is not the only use of a cross-bill, nor is it only against the 
plaintiff that it may be filed. It may be filed against the plaintiff to 
answer the purpose of a plea puts darren continuance at common law, 
where after issue joined some new matter, such as a release, has arisen 
available for the defence. But questions often arise between co-defendants 
in a bill, and it may be necessary to bring additional points connected with 
their opposite interests before the court, to enable it to do complete justice 
to all parties; when this happens, some or one of the defendants may 
file a cross-bill against some or one of the rest, and the plaintiff, to dis- 
close this new matter Mitford’s Pleading, 64. 3d ed. 

(13) The simple bill of revivor 1s adapted to the case of the death of a 
party, and a transmission of his interest to some representative ascertained 
by law, so that there can be no dispute (at least none in chancery) as to 
the title, but only as to the person; this meets the case of interests trans- 
mitted to heir, executor, or administrator But if the interest be trans- 
mitted in such a way, (as to a devisee for instance,) that both the title and 
the person may be in dispute in chancery, the new party must proceed by 
original bill, in the nature of a bill of revivor, to let in that litigation, and 
when the title and person are established, he will have the same benefit 
from the proceedings under the former bill, as if it had been continued by 
revivor : the pleadings and the depositions may be used as if filed ia the 
second cause ; and if any decree has been made in the first cause, the.saine 
shali be made i in the second. Lastly, if the death of the party determines 
his interest, and the property passes, as in the case of a benefice, to same 
one not claiming under the original party, neither. of these modes can be 
adopted; the successor, indeed, may file a bill in nature of a supplemental 

KK 4 bill, 
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there is likewise a bill of inderpleader s where a person 
owes a debt or rent to one of the parties in suit, but,. till the 
determination of it, he knows nat which, desires that they may 
interplead, that he maybe safe in the payment. In this last 
case it is usual to order the money to be paid into court for 
the benefit of such of the parties, to whom upon hearing the 
court shall decree it to be due. But this depends upon cir- 
cumstances; and the plaintiff must also annex an cffidavet to 
his bill, swearing that he does not collude with either of the 


parties. 

Ix the plaintiff finds sufficient matter confessed in the de 
fendant’s answer to ground a decree upon, he may proceed to 
the hearing of the cause upon bill and answer only. But in 
that case he must take the defendant’s answer to be true, in 
every point. Otherwise the course is for the plaintiff to 
yeply generally to the answer, averring his bill to be true, 
certain, and sufficient, and the defendant’s answer to be di- 
rectly the reverse; which he is ready to prove as the court 
shall award: upon which the defendant rejoins, averring the 
like on his side; which is joining issue upon the facts in dis- 
pute. To prove which facts is the next concern. 


Tuts is done by examination of witnesses, and taking their 
depositions in writing, according to the manner of the civil 
law. And for that purpose znferrogatories are framed, or 
questions in writing; which, and which only, are to be pro- 
posed to, and asked of, the witnesses in the cause. These 
interrogatories must be short and pertinent: not leading ones; 
(as * did not you see this, or, did not you hear that ?”) for if 
they be such, the depositions taken thereon will be suppressed 
and not suffered to be read. For the purpose of examining 
witnesses in or near London, there is an examiner’s office 
appointed ; but, for such as live in the country, a commission 
‘to examine witnesses is usually granted to four commissioners, 


‘bill, but the defendant may make @ new defence, the pleadings and depo- 

aitjoms are new; it is, indeed, a new suit; and the only use which can be 

made of « decree in the former is as matter of argument to induce 

tre comft to make a similar one im the second cause. Mitford's 
: 1p. 53-57. ad, ed. 
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two named of each side, or any three or two of teem, to take 
the depositions there. And if the witnesses reside beyond 
sea," a commission may be had to exarffine them there upon 
their own oaths, and (if foreigners) upon the oaths of skilful 
interpreters. And it hath been established’ that the depo- 
sition of an heathen who believes in the Supreme Being, taken 
by commission in the most solemn manner according to the 
custom of his own country, may be read in evidence. 


THE commissioners are sworn to take the examinations 
truly and without partiality, and not to divulge them till pub- 
lished in the court of chancery; and their clerks are also 
sworn to secrecy. ‘The witnesses are compellable by process 
of subpoena, ag in the courts of common law, to appear and 
submit to examination. And when their depositions are 
taken, they are transmitted to the court with the same care 
that the answer of a defendant is sent. 


Ir witnesses to a disputable fact are old and infirm, it is 
very usual to file a bill to perpetuate the testimony of those 
witnesses, although no suit is depending; for, it may be, a 
man’s antagonist only waits for the death of some of them to 
begin his suit. This is most frequent when lands are devised 
by will away from the heir at law; and the devisee, in order 
to perpetuate the testimony of the witnesses to such will, ex- 
hibits a bill in chancery against the heir, and sets forth the 
will verbatom therein, suggesting that the heir is inclined to 
dispute it’s validity: and then, the defendant having answered, 
they proceed to issue as in other cases, and examine the wit- 
nesses to the will; after which the cause is at an end, without 
proceeding to any decree, no relief being prayed by the bill: 
but the heir is entitled to his costs, even though he contests 
the will. This is what is usually meant by proving a will in 
chancery. (14) 

Y Omichund v. Barker, 1 Atk. 21. 


(14) The bill to petpetuate testimony must shew a present vested i 
terest (however ttifling i in value); it may, therefore, be filed by him, who has 
a remainder or teversion after an estate for hfe. But a mere expectation or 
possibility will not be sufficient; thus the deviseeof a living person, who 
is a lunatic, cannot file it to perpetuate the testimony of witnesses to the 
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| Wun all the witnesses are examined, then, and not before, 
the depositions may be published, by a rule to pass publi- 
cation; after which they are open for the inspection of all the 
parties, and copies may be taken of them. The cause is then 
ripe to be set down for hearing, which may be done at the 
procurement of the plaintiff, or defendant, before either the 
lord chancellor or the master of the rolls, according to the 
discretion of the clerk in court, regulated by the ‘nature and 
importance of the suit, and the arrear of causes depending 
before each of them respectively. Concerning the authority 
of the master of the rolls to hear and determine causes, and 
his general power in the court of chancery, there were (not 
many years since) divers questions and disputes very warmly 
agitated ; to quiet which it was declared by statute 3 Geo. II. 
c. 30. that all orders and decrees by him made, except such 
as by the course of the court were appropriated to the great 
seal alone, should be deemed to be valid; subject nevertheless 
to be discharged or altered by the lord chancellor, and so as 
they shall not be enrolled, till the same are signed by his 
lordship. Either, party may be swbpoena’d to hear judgment 
on the day so fixed for the hearing: and then, if the plaintiff 
does not attend, his bill is dismissed with costs; or, if the 
defendant makes default, a decree will be made against him, 
which will be final, unless he pays the plaintiff’s costs of 
attendance, and shews good cause to the contrary on a day 
appointed by the court. A plaintiff’s bill may also at any 
time be dismissed for want of prosecution, which is in the 
nature of a nonsuit at law, if he suffers three terms to elapse 
without moving forward in the cause. 





will against the presumptive heir at law; for the law regards no lunatic as 
incurable, or incapable of lucid intervals, and therefore the will may be 
altered. Cooper, Eq. Pl. 52, 54. 

With regard to the costs, the rule seems laid down too generally : if the 
defendant’s opposition is confined to a cross-examination of the plaintiff's 
witnesses, he is entitled to his costs, but if he examine witnesses of his 
own as to the execution of the will, he thereby makes use of the plaintiff's 
will to perpetuate testimony on his part, and is not, it seems, entitled to 
his costs. And if, in a bill of this kind, an issue is directed at his in- 
stance, the costs are in the discretion of the court. Maddock’s Ch. 
Practice, |. 195. 2d edit. 
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Wuen there are cross-causes, on a cross-bill filed by the 
defendant against the plaintiff in the original cauise,"they are 
generally contrived to be brought on together, that the same 
hearing and the same decree may serve for both of them. 
The method of hearing causes in couit is usually this. The 
parties on both sides appearing by their counsel, the plaintiff's 
bill is first opened, or briefly abridged, and the defendant's 
answer also, by the junior counsel on each side: after which 
the plaintiff’s leading counsel states the case and the matters 
in issue, and the points of equity arising therefrom: and then 
such depositions as are called for by the plaintiff are read by 
one of the six clerks, and the plaintiff may also read such part 
of the defendant’s answer, as he thinks material or conve~ 
nient*: and after this the rest of the counsel for the plaintiff 
make their observations and arguments. Then the defend- 
ant’s counsel go through the same process for him, except 
that they may not read any part of his answer; and the 
counsel for the plaintiff are heard in reply. When all are 
heard, the court pronounces the decree, adjusting every point 
in debate according to equity and good conscience; which 
decree being ususlly very long, the minutes of it are taken 
down, and read openly in court by the registrar. The matter 
of costs to be given to either party is not here held to 
be a point of right, but merely discretionary (by the statute 
17 Ric. IT. c.6.) according to the circumstances of the case, 
as they appear more or less favourable to the party van- 
quished. And yet the statute 15Hen.VI. c.4. seems ex- 
pressly to direct, that as well damages as costs shall be given 
to the defendant, if wrongfully vexed in this court. 


™ On a tnal at law if the plaintiff on the truth of the defendant's testi- 
reads any part of the defendant’s an- mony, and makes the whole of his 
swer, he must read the whole of it for answer evidence. (15) 
by reading any of it he shews a reliance 


(15) Where one party reads a part of the answer of the other party in 
evidence, he makes the whole admissible only so far as to waive any ob- 
jection to the competency of the testimony of the party making the 
answer, and he does not thereby admit as evidence all the facts which 
may happen to have been stated by way of hearsay only in the course of 
the answer. Chambre J. in Roe v. Ferrars,2B.&P. 548, ‘ 
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Tue chancellor’s decree is either interlocutory or final. It 
very seldom happens that the first decree can be final, or con- 
clude the cause; for, if any matter of fact is strongly contro- 
verted, this court is so sensible of the deficiency of trial by 
written depositions, that it will not bind the parties thereby, 
but usually directs the matter to be tried by jury ; especially 
such important facts as the validity of a will, or whether A 
is the heir at law to B, or the existence of a modus decimandz, 
or a real and immemorial composition for tithes. But, as no 
jury can be summoned to attend this court, the fact is usually 
directed to be tried at the bar of the court of king’s bench or 
at the assises, upon a fezgned issue. For, (in order to bring 
it there, and have the point in dispute, and that only, put in 
issue,) an action is brought, wherein the plaintiff by a fiction 
declares that he laid a wager of 5/. with the defendant, that 
A was heir at law to B; and then avers that he is so; and 
therefore demands the 5/. The defendant admits the feigned 
wager, but avers that A is not the heir to B; and thereupon 
that issue is joined, which is directed out of chancery to be 
tried; and thus the verdict of the jurors at law determines 
the fact in the court of equity. These feigned issues seem 
borrowed from the sponszo yudicralts of the Romans *: and are 
also frequently used in the courts of law, by consent of the 
parties, to determine some disputed right without the for- 
mality of pleading, and thereby to save much time and ex- 
pence in the decision of a cause. 


So likewise, if a question -of mere law arises in the course 
of a cause, as whether by the words of a will an estate for life 
or in tail 1s created, or whether a future interest devised by a 
testator shall operate as a remainder or an executory devise, 
it is the practice of this court to refer it to the opinion of the 
judges of the court of king’s bench or common pleas, upon a 
case stated for that purpose; wherein all the material facts 
are admitted, and the point of law is submitted to their deci- 
sion: who thereupon hear it solemnly argued by counsel on 


* Nota est sponsio yudicuhs “spon- “ meus sit.” Vide Heinec. _ 
“ desne quingentos si meus sit ? spondeo, 1.3. t.16. § 3. & Sigon. de 
* si tuus nt. Et tu quogue spondeme 1. 21. p. 466. crtat, ied. 
sit ? 
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both sides, and certify their opinion to the chancellor. And 
upon such certificate the decree is usually founded. 


ANOTHER thing also retards the completion of decrees. 
Frequently long accounts are to be settled, incumbranoes and 
debts to be inquired into, and a hundred little facts to be 
cleared up, before a decree can do full and sufficient justice. 
‘These matters are always by the decree on the first hearing, . 
referred to a master in chancery to examine; which examin- 
ations frequently last for years: and then he is to report the 
fact, as it appears to him, to the court. This report may be. 
excepted to, disproved, and over-ruled; or otherwise is con- 
firmed, and made absolute, by order of the court. 


WHEN all issues are tried and settled, and all references to 
the master ended, the cause is again brought to hearing upon 
the matters of equity reserved; and a final decree is made: 
the performance of which is enforced (if necessary) by com- 
mitment of the person, or sequestration of the party’s estate. 
And if by this decree either party thinks himself aggrieved, 
he may petition the chancellor for a rehearing; whether it 
was heard before his lordship, or any of the judges, sitting 
for him, or before the master of the rolls. For whoever 
may have heard the cause, it is the chancellor’s decree, and 
must be signed by him before it is enrolled»; which 1s done 
of course unless a rehearing be desired. Every petition for a 
rehearing must be signed by two counsel of character, usually 
such as have been concerned in the cause, certifying that they 
apprehend the cause is proper to be reheard. And upon the 
rehearing, all the evidence taken in the cause, whether read [ 454 
before or not, is now admitted to be read; because it is the 
decree of the chancellor himself, who only now sits to hear 
reasons why it should not be enrolled and perfected; at which . 
time all omissions of either evidence or argument may be sup- 
plied‘. But, after the decree is once signed and enrolled, it 
cannot be reheard or rectified, but by bill of review, or by ap- 
peal to the house of lords. (16) 


> Stat. 3 Geo. II. c. 39. See p. 450. ¢ Gilb. Rep. 
(16) If a decree has been obtained by fraud, it may be impeached 


original bill, without leave of the court ; the fraud used in obtaining 
decree 
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“A BILL of review may be had upon‘apparent error in judg- 
ment, appearing on the face of the decree; or, by’ special 
leave of the court, upon oath made of the discovery of new 
matter or evidence, which could not possibly be had or used 
at the time when the decree passed. But no new evidence or 
matter then in the knowledge of the parties, and which might 
have been used before, shall be a sufficient ground for a bill 
of review. ~* 


Aw appeal to parliament, that is, to the house of lords, is 
the dernier resort of the subject who thinks himself aggrieved 
by an interlocutory order or final determination in this court : 
and it is effected by petition to the house of peers, and not by 
writ of error, as upon judgments at common law. This juris- 
diction is said ° to have begun in 18 Jac. I., and it is certain 
that the first petition, which appears in the records of par- 
liament, was preferred in that year*; and that the first which 
was heard and determined (though the name of appeal was 
then a novelty) was presented in a few months after‘; both 
levelled against the lord chancellor Bacon for corruption and 
other misbehaviour. It was afterwards warmly controverted 
by the house of commons in the reign of Charles the second . 

- But this dispute is now at rest"; it being obvious to the 
reason of all mankind, that, when the courts of equity became 
principal tribunals for deciding causes of property, a revision 

[ 455 ] of their decrees (by way of appeal) became equally necessary, 
as a writ of error from the judgment of a court of law. And, 
upon the same principle, from decrees of the chancellor re- 
lating to the commissioners for the dissolution of chauntries, 
&c. under the statute 37 Hen. VIII. c. 4. (as well as for cha- 
ritable uses under the statute 43 Eliz. c.4.) an appeal to the 


¢ Com. Journ. 18 Mar.1704. © Com. Journ. 19 Nov. 1675, fc. 
© Lords’ Journ. 23 Mar. 1620. h Show. Parl. C. 81, 
{ Lords’ Journ, 3.11.12 Dec.1621. 


decree being the principal point in issue, and necessary to be established 
by proof before the propriety of the decree can be investigated. The 
‘bill must state the decree, and the proceedings which led to it, with the 
circumstances of fraud on which it is impeached; and the judgment, if in 
favour of the bill, will restore the parties to their former situation, what- 
ever their rights may be. Mitford’s Pleading, 73, 74. sd. ed. 


th 
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king in parliament was always unquestionably allowed‘. But 
no new evidence is admitted in the house of lords upon any 
account; this being a distinct jurisdiction*: which differs it 
very considerably from those instances, wherein the same 
jurisdiction revises and corrects it’s own acts, as in rehearings 
and bills of review. For it is a practice unknown to our law, 
(though constantly followed in the spiritual courts,) when a 
superior court is reviewing the sentence of an inferior, to 
examine the justice of the former decree by evidence that 
was neyer produced below. And thus much for the general 
method of proceeding in the courts of equity. 


! Duke's Charitable Uses, 62. k Gilb. Rep. 155, 156. 


THE END OF THE THIRD BOOK. 
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N° I. 
Proceedings on a Writ of Rigut Patent. 


§ 1. Writ of Ricut Patent in the Court Ba RON. 


the second, by the Grace of God of Great Bri- 
tain, France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and 
so forth ; to Willoughby earl of Abingdon, greeting. We 
command you that without delay you hold full mght to William 
Kent esquire, of one messuage and twenty acres of land with the 
appurtenances in Dorchester, which he claims to hold of you by 
the free service of one penny yearly in heu of all services, of 
which Richard Allen deforces him. And unless you so da, let 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire do it, that we no longer hear complaint 
thereof for defect of-mght. G@itness ourself at Westminster, the 
twentieth day of August, in the thirtieth year of our reign. 





Pledges of prosecution, { 


§ 2. Writ of Tort, to remove it into the County Court. 


@haries Morton esquire, sheriff of Oxfordshire, to John Long, 
bailiff errant of our lord the king and of myself, greeting. 2¢- 
cause by the complaint of William Kent esquire, personally present 
at my county court, to wit, on Monday the sixth day of Septem- 

‘ber, in the thirtieth year of the reign of our lord Grorgz the 
second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, France, and Ire-. 
land king, defender of the faith, and so forth, at Oxford in the 
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Shirehouse there holden, I am informed, that although he himself 
the writ of our said lord the king of right patent directed to Wil- 
loughby earl of Abingdon, for this that he should hold full right 
to the said William Kent of one messuage and twenty acres of 
land with the appurtenances in Dorchester within my said county, 
of which Richard Allen deforces him, hath brought to the said 
Willoughby earl of Abingdon ; yet, for that the said Willoughby 
earl of Abingdon, favoureth the said Richard Allen in this part, 
and hath hitherto delayed to do full right according to the exi- 
gence of the said writ, I command you on the part of our said 
lord the king, firmly enjoining, that in your proper person you 
go to the court baron of the said Willoughby earl of Abingdon 
at Dorchester aforesaid, and take away the plant, which there 1 
between the said William Kent and Richard Allen, by the said 
writ, into my county court to be next holden; and summon by 
good summoners the said Richard Allen, that he be at my county 
court on Monday the fourth day of October next coming at Ox- 
ford i in, the shirehouse there to be holden, to answer to the said 
Willam Kent thereof. And have you there then the said plaint, 
the summoners, and this precept. ben nm my county court at 
Oxford in the shirehouse, the sixth day of September, in the year 
aforesaid. 


§ 3. Writ of Pons, to remove tt into the court of Common PuEas. 


GEDRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth, to 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Put, at the request of Wil- 
liam Kent, before our justices at Westminster on the morrow of 
All Souls, the plaint which is in your county court by our writ of 
right between the said William Kent demandant, and Richard 
Allen tenant, of one messuage and twenty acres of land with the 
appurtenances in Dorchester; and summon by good summoners 
the said Richard Allen, that he be then there, to answer to the 
said William Kent thereof. And have you there the summoners 
and this writ. @Wimees ourself at Westminster, the tenth day of 
September, in the thirtieth year of our reign. 


§ 4. Writ of Ricut quia Dominus remisit Curiam. 
GEDRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; to 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. @ommand Richard Allen, 
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that he justly and without delay render unto William Kent one 
messuage and twenty acres of land with the appurtenances in 
Dorchester, which he claims to be his right and inheritance, and 
whereof he complains that the aforesaid Richard unjustly deforces 
him. And unless he shall so do, and if the said William shall 
give you security of prosecuting his claim, then summon, by good 
summoners the said Richard, that he appear before our justices 
at Westminster on the morrow of All Souls, to shew wherefore 
he hath not done it, And have you there the summoners and 
this writ. G@imese ourself at Westminster, the twentieth day of 
August, in the tlurtieth year of our reign. Because Willoughby 
earl of Abingdon, the chief lord of that fee, hath thereupon re- 
mised unto us his court. 


Pledges of ? John Doe Summoners of the John Den. 
Prosecution, § Rich. Roe. withmn-named Richard, ) Rich. Fen. 


§ 5. The Record, with Award of Battel. 


JOteas at Westminster before sir John Willes knight, and his bre- 
thren, justices of the bench of the lord the king at Westmm- 
ster, of the term of saint Michael in the thirtieth year of the 
reign of the lord Grorcez the second, by the grace of God of 
Great Britain, France, and Ireland king, defender of the 
faith, &e. 


Oxon, ? Wiliam Bent, esquire, by James Parker, his attorney, 

to wit.} demands against Richard Allen gentleman, one mes- 
suage and twenty acres of land, with the appurtenances in Dor- 
chester, as his right and inheritance, by writ of the lord the king 
of right because Willoughby earl of Abingdon the chief lord of 
that fee hath now thereupon remised to the lord the king his 
court. nd whereupon, he saith, that he himself was seised of the 
tenements aforesaid, with the appurtenances, in his demesne as of 
fee and right, in the time of peace, in the time of the lord Grorcz 
the first late king of Great Britain, by taking the esplees thereof 
to the value* [of ten shillings, and more, in rents, corn, and 
graas.] And that such is his right he offers [suit and good proof. } 
@ny the said Richard Allen, by Peter Jones his attorney, comes 


* N.B. The clauses between hooks in this and the subsequent numbers of the 
Appendix, are usually no otherwise expressed in the records than by an 
LL Q 
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and defends the right of the said William Kent and his seisin, 
when (and where it shall behove him,] and all (that concerns it, } 
and whatsoever [he ought to defend] and chiefly the tenements 
aforesaid with the appurtenances, as of fee and right, [namely, 
one messuage and twenty acres of land, with appurtenances, in 
Dorchester.] nbd this he is ready to defend by the body of his 
freeman, George Rumbold by name, who is present here in court 
ready to defend the same by his body, or in what manner soever 
the court of the lord the king shall consider that he ought to de- 
fend. And if any mischance should befal the said George (which 
God defend) he is ready to defend the same by another man, who 
{2s bounden and able to defend it.] &nv the said William Kent 
saith, that the said Richard Allen unjustly defends the mght of 
him the said William, and his seisin, &c. and all, &c. and what- 
soever, Sc. and chiefly of the tenements aforesaid, with the ap- 
purtenances, as of fee and nght, &c , because he saith, that he 
himself was seised of the tenements aforesaid, with the appur- 
tenances, in his demesne, as of fee and right, in the time of peace, 
in the time of the said lord Grorce the first late king of Great 
Britain, by taking the esplees thereof to the value, §c. nb that 
such is his right, he is prepared to prove by the body of lus free- 
man, Henry Broughton by name, who is present here im court 
ready to prove the same by his body, or in what manner soever 
the court of the lord the king shall consider that he ought to 
prove; and if any mischance should befal the said Henry (which 
God defend) he 1s ready to prove the same by another man, who, 
&c. nv hereupon it is demanded of the said George and Henry, 
whether they are ready to make battel as they before have waged 
it; who say that they are. And the same George Rumbold giveth 
gage of defending, and the said Henry Broughton giveth gage of 
proving ; and, such engagement being given as the manner is, it 
is demanded of the said William Kent and Richard Allen, if they 
can say any thing wherefore battel ought not to be awarded 1n this 
case ; who say that they cannot. @perefore st is consinered, that 
battel be made thereon, Sc. nv the said George Rumbold find- 
eth pledges of battel, to wit, Paul Jenkins and Charles Carter ; 
and the said Henry Broughton findeth also pledges of battel, to 
wit, Reginald Reed and Simon Taylor. nn thereupon day is here 
given as well to the said William Kent as to the said Richard 
Allen, to wit, on the morrow of Saint Martin next coming, by the 
assent as well of the said William Kent as of the said Richard 
Allen. And it is commanded that each of them then have here 
his champion, sufficiently furnished with competent armour as 
becomes him, and ready to make the battel aforesaid; and that 
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the bodies of them in the mean time be safely kept, on peril that 


shall fall thereon. Qt which day here come as well the sad Wi- re” 
liam Kent as the said Richard Allen by their attorneys aforesaid, . oor 


and the said George Rumbold and Henry Broughton in their 
proper persons likewise come, sufficiently furnished with com- 
petent armour as becomes them, ready to make the battel afore- 
said, as they had before waged it. nv hereupon day is further 


N° I. 


Adjourn- 


given by the court here, as well to the said William Kent as to Ment to 


the said Richard Allen, at Tothill near the city of Westminster in 
the county of Middlesex, to wit, on the morrow of the purification 
of the blessed virgin Mary next coming, by the assent as well of 
the said William as of the aforesaid Richard. And it 1s com- 
manded, that each of them have then there his champion, armed 
in the form aforesaid, ready to make the battel aforesaid, and that 
their bodies in the mean time, &c. At which day here, to wit, at 
Tothill aforesaid, comes the said Richard Allen by his attorney 
aforesaid, and the said George Rumbold and Henry Broughton 
in their proper persons likewise come, sufficiently furnished with 
competent armour as becomes them, ready to make the battel 
aforesaid, as they before had waged it. And the said William 
Kent being solemnly called doth not come, nor hath prosecuted 
his writ aforesaid. Wherefore st io considered, that the same William 
and his pledges of prosecuting, to wit, John Doe and Richard 
Roe, be in mercy for his false complaint, and that the same 
Richard go thereof without a day, Sc. and also that the said 
Richard do hold the tenements aforesaid with the appurtenances, 
to him and his heirs, quit of the said William and his heirs, for 
ever, &c. 


§ 6. Trial by the grand Assise. 


And the said Richard Allen, by Peter Jones, hig ate 
torney, comes and defends the right of the said William Kent, 
and his seisin, when, &c. and all, Sc. and whatsoever, &c. and 
chiefly of the tenements aforesaid with the appurtenances, as of 
fee and right, Sc. and puts himself upon the grand assise of the 
lord the king, and prays recognition to be made, whether he 
himself hath greater tight to hold the tenements aforesaid with 
the appurtenances to him and his heirs as tenants thereof as he 
now holdeth them, or the said William to have the said tenements 
with the appurtenances as he above demanded them. @nd he 
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tenders here in court six shillings and eight-pence to the use of 
the lord the now king, Sc. for that, to wit, it may be inquired 
of the time [of the seisin alleged by the said William]. And he 
therefore prays that it may be inquired by the assise, whether the 
said William Kent was seised of the tenements aforesaid with the 
appurtenances in his demesne as of fee in the time ef the sad 
lord the king Grorce the first, as the said Willtam in his 
demand before hath alleged. @berefore it 1s commanded the 
sheriff, that he summon by good summoners four lawful knights 
of his county, girt with swords, that they be here on the octaves 
of saint Hilary next coming, to make election of the assise afore- 
said. The same day is given as well to the said William Kent as 
to the said Richard Allen here, &c. At which day here come 
as well the said William Kent as the said Richard Allen; and 
the shenff, to wit, sir Adam Alstone kmght now returns, that 
he had caused to be summoned Charles Stephens, Randal Wheler, 
Toby Cox, and Thomas Munday, four lawful knights of his 
county, girt with swords, by John Doe and Richard Roe his 
bailiffs, to be here at the said octaves of saint Hilary, to do as 
the said writ thereof commands and requires; and that the said 
summoners, and each of them, are mainprized by John Day and 
James Fletcher. Whereupon the said Charles Stephens, Randal 
Wheler, Toby Cox, and Thomas Munday, four lawful knights 
of the county aforesaid, girt with swords, being called, in their 
proper persons come, and, being sworn, upon their oath in the 
presence of the parties aforesaid chose of themselves and others 
twenty-four, to wit, Charles Stephens, Randal Wheler, Toby 
Cox, Thomas Munday, Oliver Greenway, John Boys, Charles 
Price, kmghts, Daniel Prince, William Day, Roger Lucas, Patrick 
Fleming, James Harris, John Richardson, Alexander Moore, Peter 
Payne, Robert Quin, Archibald Stewart, Bartholomew Norton, 
and Henry Davis, esquires, John Porter, Christopher Ball, Ben- 
jamin Robinson, Lewis Long, William Kirby, gentlemen, good 
and lawful men of the county aforesaid, who neither are of kin 
to the said William Kent nor to the said Richard Allen, to make 
recognition of the grand assise aforesaid. @berefore it is com- 
manded the sherff, that he cause them to come here from the 
day of Easter in fifteen days, to make the recognition aforesaid. 
The same day is there given to the parties aforesaid. At which 
day here come as well the said William Kent as the said Richard 
Allen, by their attorneys aforesaid, and the recognitors of the 
agsise whereof mention is above made being called, come, and 
certain of them, to wit, Charles Stephens, Randal Wheler, Toby 
Cox, Thomas Munday, Charles Price, knights, Daniel Prince, 
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Roger Lucas, William Day; James Harris, Peter Payne, Robert 
Quin, Henry Davis, John Porter, Christopher Ball, Lewis Long, 
and William Kirby, being elected, tried, and sworn, upon their 
oath say, that the said William Kent hath more right to have the 
tenements aforesaid with the appurtenances to him and his heirs, 
as he demanded the same, than the said Richard Allen to hold 
the same as he now holdeth them, according as the said William 
Kent by his writ aforesaid hath supposed. G@berefore it is considered, 
that the said William Kent do recover his seisin against the said 
Richard Allen of the tenements aforgsaid with the appurtenances, 
to him and his heirs, quit of the said Richard Allen and his heirs, 
for ever: and the said Richard Allen, in mercy, 
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Proceedings in an Action of Trespass in EXYECTMENT, 
by Original, in the King’s Bench. 


§1. T%e Original Writ. 


(beakse the sécond, by the grace of God of Great Bnitain, 

France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth, 
to the sheriff of Berkshire, greeting. Jf Richard Smith shall 
give you security of prosecuting his claim, then put by gage and 
safe pledges William Stiles, late of Newbyry, gentleman, so that 
he be before us on the morrow of All Souls, wheresoever we 
shall then be in England, to shew wherefore with force and arms 
he entered into one messuage with the appurtenances, in Sutton, 
which John Rogers esquire hath demised to the aforesaid Richard, 
for a term which is not yet expired, and ejected him from his said 
farm, and other enormities to him did, to the great damage of 
the said Richard, and against our peace And have you there 
the names of the pledges, and this writ @itmess ourself at 
Westminster, the twelfth day of October, in the twenty-ninth 
year of our reign. 


John Den. 


The within-named 
Richard Fen. 


Pledges of i John Doe. William Stiles is at- 
prosecution, § Richard Roe. tached by pledges, 


§ 2. Copy of the Declaration against the casual Ejector ; who gues 
Notice thereupon to the Tenant im Possession. 


Michaelmas, the 29th of king George the second. 


Berks, William Stiles, late of Newbury in the said county, 

to wit. § gentleman, was attached to answer Richard Smith, of 
a plea, wherefore with force and arms he entered into one mes- 
suage, with the appurtenances in Sutton in the county aforesaid, 
which John Rogers esquire demised to the said Richard Smith for 
a term which is not yet expired, and ejected him from his said 
farm, and other wrongs to him did, to the great damage of the 
said Richard, and against the peace of the lord the king, &c. 
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And whereupon the said Richard by Robert Martin his attorney 
complains, that whereas the said John Rogers, on the fitst day of 
October in the twenty-ninth year of the reign of the lord the 
king that now is, at Sutton aforesaid, had demised to the same 
Richard the tenement aforesaid, with the appurtenances, to have 
and to hold the said tenement, with the appurtenances, to the said 
Richard and his assigns, from the feast of St. Michael the arch- 
angel then last past, to the end and term of five years from thence 
next following and fully to be complete and ended, by virtue of 
which demise the said Richard entered into the said tenement, 
with the appurtenances, and was thereof possessed , and, the said 
Richard being so possessed thereof, the said William afterwards, 
that 1s to say, on the said first day of October in the said twenty- 
ninth year, with force and arms, that is to say, with swords, 
staves, and knives, entered into the said tenement, with the ap- 
purtenances, which the said John Rogers demised to the said 
Richard in form aforesaid for the term aforesaid which is not yet 
expired, and ejected the said Richard out of his said farm, and 
other wrongs to him did, to the great damage of the said Richard, 
and against the peace of the said lord the king; whereby the 
said Richard saith, that he is injured and damaged to the value of 
twenty pounds. And thereupon he brings suit, &c. 


Martin, for the plaintiff. Pledges of ) John Doe. 
Peters, for the defendant. prosecution, § Richard Roe. 


Mr. George Saundets, 


I am informed that you are in possession of, or claim title to, 
the premises mentioned in this declaration of ejectment, or to 
some part thereof, and I, being sued in this action as a casual 
ejector, and having no claim or title to thé same, do advise you 
to appear next Hilary term in his majesty’s court of king’s bench 
at Westminster, by some attorney of that court, and then and 
there, by a rule to be made of the same court, to cause yourself 
to be made defendant in my stead: otherwise I shall suffer judg- 
ment to be entered against me, and you will be turned out of 
possession. 

Your loving friend, 


William Stiles. 
5 January, 1756. 


Noll. 


Notice, 


No II, 
acticin gotmomacialt 
§ 3. The Rule of Court. 
Hilary Term, in the twenty-ninth Year of King GronrceE the 
second. 
Smith eon ig ornerepd by the court, by the assent of both 
against to wit. § parties, and their attorneys, that George Saunders, 


Souls for gentleman, may be made defendant, in the place of the now des 
suage with fendant William Stiles, and shall immediately appear to the plain- 
the appurte- tiff's action, and shall receive a declaration in a plea of trespass 
Praia and ejectment of the tenements in question, and shall immediately 
the deme plead thereto, not guilty; and, upon the trial of the issue, shall 

of John confess lease, entry, and ouster, and insist upon his title only. 
And if upon trial of the issue, the said George do not confess 
lease, entry, and ouster, and by reason thereof the plaintiff cannot 
prosecute his writ, then the taxation of costs upon such zonpros. 
shall cease, and the said George shall pay such costs to the plain- 
tiff, as by the court of our lord the king here shall be taxed and 
adjudged for such his default in non-performance of this rule ; 
and judgment shall be entered against the said William Stiles, now 
the casual ejector, by default. And it is further ordered, that, 
if upon the trial of the said issue a verdict shall be given for the 
defendant, or if the plaintiff shall not prosecute his writ, upon any 
other cause, than for the not confessing lease, entry, and ouster 
as aforesaid, then the lessor of the plamtiff shall pay costs, if the 
plaintiff himself doth not pay them. 


Rogers. 


By the Court. 


Martin, for the plaintiff. 
Newman, for the defendant. 


§4. The Record. 


}Oleas before the lord the king at Westminster, of the term of 
saint Hilary, in the twenty-ninth year of the reign of the lord 
Gronce the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, Sc. 


Berks, ] George Saunders, late of Sutton in the county afore- 
to wit.§ said, gentleman, was attached to answer Richard 
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Smith, af a plea, wherefore with force and arms he entered into 
one messuage, with the appurtenances, in Sutton, which John 
Rogers esquire had demised to the said Richard for a term which 
is not yet expired, and ejected him from his said farm, and other 
wrongs to him did, to the great damage of the said Richard, and 
against the peace of the lord the king that now is. And thereupon 
the said Richard by Robert Martin his attorney complains, that 
whereas the said John Rogers on the first day of October in the 
twenty-ninth year of the reign of the lord the king that now is, 
at Sutton aforesaid, had demised to the same Richard the tenement 
aforesaid, with the appurtenances to have and to hold the said te- 
nement, with the appurtenances, to the said Richard and his as- 
signs, from the feast of saint Michael the archangel then last past, 
to the end and term of five years from thence next following and 
fully to be complete and ended: by virtue of which demise the 
said Richard entered into the said tenement, with the appurte- 
nances, and was thereof possessed: and, the said Richard being 
so possessed thereof, the said George afterwards, that is to say, 
on the first day of October in the said twenty-ninth year, with 
force and arms, that 1s to say, with swords, staves, apd knives, 
entered into the said tenement, with the appurtenances, which the 
said John Rogers demised to the said Richard in form aforesaid 
for the term aforesaid which 1s not yet expired, and ejected the 
said Richard out of his said farm, and other wrongs to him did, 
to the great damage of the said Richard, and against the peace 
of the said lord the king; whereby the said Richard saith that 
he is injured and endamaged to the value of twenty pounds; and 
thereupon he brings suit, [and good proof.] nv the aforesaid 
George Saunders, by Charles Newman his attorney, comes and 
defends the force and injury, when [and where it shall behove 
him ;] and saith that he is in nowise guilty of the trespass and 
ejectment aforesaid, as the said Richard above complains against 
him ; and thereof he puts himself upon the country: and the said 
Richard doth hkewise the same: @berefore let a jury come there- 
upon before the lord the king, on the.octave of the purification 
of the blessed Virgin Mary, wheresoever he shall then be in Eng- 
land ; who neither [are of kin to the said Richard, nor to the said 
George] to recognize [whether the said George be guilty of the 
trespass and ejectment aforesaid:] because as well [the said 
George, as the said Richard, between whom the difference is, have 
put themselves on the said jury.] The same day is there given 
to the parties aforesaid. ftertarss the process therein, being ‘ 
continued between the said parties of the plea aforesaid by the / 
jury, is put between them, in respite, before the lord the king, 


No Il. 


Declaration 
or count. 


Defence. 


Plea, not 
guilty. 
Issue. 
Ventre 


awarded, 
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until the day of Raster in fifteen days, wheresoever the éaid lord 
‘the ‘king shall then be in England ; unless the justices of the lord 
the king assigned to take assises in the county aforesaid, shall 
have come before that time, to wit, on Monday the eighth day of 
March, at Reading in the said county by the form of the statute, 
[in that case provided,] by reason of the default of the jurors, 
[summoned to appear as aforesaid.} At which day before the 
lord the king, at Westminster, come the parties aforesaid by their 
attorneys aforesaid; and the aforesaid justices of assise, before 
whom (the jury aforesaid came,] sent here their record before 
them had in these words, to wit: Afterwards, at the day and place 
within contained, before Heneage Legge, esquire, one of the 
barons of the exchequer of the lord the king, and sir John Eardly 
Wilmot, knight, one of the justices of the said lord the king, 
assigned to hold pleas before the king himself, justices of the 
said lord the king, assigned to take assises in the county of Berks 
by the form of the statute [in that case provided,] come as well 
the within-named Richard Smith, as the within-written George 
Saunders, by their attorneys within contained; and the jurors of 
the jury whereof mention is within made being called, certain of 
them, to wit, Charles Holloway, John Hooke, Peter Graham, 
Henry Cox, William Brown, and Francis Oakley, come, and are 
sworn upon that jury; and because the rest of the jurors of the 
same jury did not appear, therefore others of the by-standers 
being chosen by the sheriff, at the request of the said Richard 
Smith, and by the command of the justices aforesaid, are ap- 
pointed anew, whose names are affixed to the panel within-written, 
according to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided: which said jurors se appointed anew, to wit, Roger Bacon, 
Thomas Small, Charles Pye, Edward Hawkins, Samuel Roberts, 


“ and Daniel Parker, being likewise called, come; and together 


i 


Verditt for 
theplantiff, 


with the other jurors aforesaid before impanelled and sworn, 
being elected, tried, and sworn, to speak the truth of the mat- 
ter within contained, upon their oath say, that the aforesaid 
George Saunders is guilty of the trespass and ejectment within- 
written, in manner and form as the aforesaid Richard Smith 
within complains against him; and assess the damages of the said 
Richard Smith, on occasion of that trespass and ejectment, be- 
sides his costs and charges which he hath been put unto about 
his suit in that behalf, to twelve pence: and, for those costs and 
charges, to forty shillings. Gbereupon the said Richard Smith, by 
his attorney aforesaid, prayeth judgment against the said George 
Saunders, i in and upon the verdict aforesaid by the jurors aforesaid 
given in the form aforesaid : and the said George Saunders, by his 


APPENDIX xiii 


attorney aforesaid saith, that the court here ought not to proceed No If, 
to give judgment upon the said verdict, and prayeth that judgment “=~” 
against him the said George Saunders, in and upon the verdict sasegr a 
aforesaid by the jurors aforesaid given in the form aforesaid, may judgment. 
be stayed, by reason that the said verdict js insufficient and erro- 

neous, and that the same verdict may be quashed, and that the 

issue aforesaid, may be tried anew by other jurors to be afresh 
impanelled, And, because the court of the lord the king here is 

not yet advised of giving their judgment of and upon the pre- 

mises, therefore day thereof is given as well to the said Richard Contnu. 
Smith as the said George Saunders, before the lord the king ance. 
until the morrow of the Ascension of our Lord, wheresoever the 

said lord the king shall then be in England, to hear their judg- 

ment of and upon the premises for that the court of the lord the 

king 1s not yet advised thereof. At which day before the lord 

the king at Westminster, come the parties aforesaid by their 
attorneys aforesaid ; upon which, the record and matters afore- 

said having been seen, and by the court of the lord the king now 

here fully understood, and all and smgular the premises having 

been examined, and mature deliberation being had thereupon, 

for that it seems to the court of the lord the king now here that Opinion of 
the verdict aforesaid is in nowise insufficient or erroneous, and the court. 
that the same ought, not to be quashed, and that no new trial 

ought to be had of the issue aforesaid. @berefore it is congidereds Judgment 
that the said Richard do recover against the said George his term for the 
yet to come, of and in the said tenements with the appurtenances Flanuff. 
and the said damages assessed by the said jury in form aforesaid, 

and also twenty-seven pounds six shillings and eight-pence for his Costs. 
costs and charges aforesaid, by the court of the lord the king * 
here awarded to the said Richard with his assent, by way of en- 

crease ; which said damages in the whole amount to twenty-nine 

pounds seven shillings and eight-pence. “And let the said 
“George be taken, [until he maketh fine to the lord the king].”* 

nb hereupon the said Richard by his attorney aforesaid prayeth a Cupiatur 
writ of the lord the king, to be directed to the sheriff of the ae ae 
county aforesaid, to cause him to have possession of his term poaeadels 
aforesaid yet to come, of and in the tenements aforesaid, with the 
appurtenances: and it 1s granted unto him, returnable before the 

lord the king on the morrow of the holy Trinity, whéresoever he 

shall fhen be in, England. At which day before the lord the and return 
king, at;Westminster, cometh the said Richard by his attorney 
aforesaid; and the sheriff, that is to say, sir Thomas Reeve 


~ 


* Now omitted. See page 398. 
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Noll. might, now sendeth, that he by virtue of the writ aforesaid to 
him directed, on the ninth day of June last past, did cause the 
said Richard to have his possession of his term aforesaid yet to 
come, of and in the tenements aforesaid, with the appurtenances, 
as he was commanded, 


No IEE. 


No III. 


Proceedings in an Action of Dest in the Court of 
Common Pleas; removed into the King’s Bench 
by Writ of Error. 


§ 1. Original. 


db FODIRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, Precipe. 

France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; 
to the sheriff of Oxfordshire greeting. @ommans Charles Long, 
late of Burford, gentleman, that justly and without delay he 
render to William Burton two hundred pounds, which he owes 
him and unjustly detains, as he saith. And unless he shall so do, 
and if the said William shall make you secure of prosecuting his 
claim, then summon by good summoners the aforesaid Charles, 
that he be before our justices, at Westminster, on the octave of 
St. Hilary, to shew wherefore he hath not done it. And have you 
there then the summoners and this writ. Witness ourself at 
Westminster, the twenty-fourth day of December, in the twenty- 
eighth year of our reign. 


Pledges Summoners of the . Sheriff ’s 
of es ears mk R 3 within-named Vee tides return. 
cution, renare *O&- Charles Long. eee 


§ 2. Process. 


the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, Attach- 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; to “> 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Put by gage and safe Pone. 
pledges Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, that he be be. 
fore our justices at Westminster, on the octave of the purification 
of the blessed Mary, to answer to William Burton of a plea, that 
he render to him two hundred pounds which he owes him and un- 
justly detains, as he saith ; and to shew wherefore he was not be- 
fore our justices at Westminster on the octave of saint Hilary, as 
he was summoned. And have there then the names of the 


Ne 


Sheriff’s 


return. 


Distringas. 


Shenff’s 
return. 
Nhu. 


Cajnas ad 
responden- 
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Sheriff's 
return. 
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pledges and this writ. Witness sir John Willes, knight, at West- 
minster, the twenty-third day of January, in the twenty-eighth 
‘year of our.reign. 


The within-named Charles Long is | Edward Leigh. 
attached by pledges, Robert Tanner. 


GEDRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; to 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Ue command you, that you 
distrein Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, by all his 
lands and chattels within your bailiwick, so that neither he nor 
any one through him may lay hands on the same until you shall 
receive from us another command thereupon, and that you answer 
to us of the issues of the same, and that you have his body be- 
fore our justices at Westminster from the day of Easter in fifteen 
days to answer to William Burton of a plea, that he render to him 
two hundred pounds which he owes him and unjustly detains, as 
he saith, and to hear his judgment of his many defaults. @itmess 
sir John Willes, knight, at Westminster, the twelfth day of Fe- 
bruary, in the twenty-eighth year of our reign. 


The within-named Charles Long hath nothing in my bailiwick, 
whereby he may be distreimed. 


GEDIRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; to 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. fe command you, that you 
take Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, if he may be 
found in your bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that you, may 
have his body before our justices at Westminster, from the day 
of Easter in five weeks, to answer to William Burton, gentleman, 
of a plea, that he render to him two hundred pounds, which he 
owes him and unjustly detains, as he saith; and whereupon you 
have returned to our justices at Westminster, that the said Charles 
hath nothing in your bailiwick, whereby he may be distreined- 
And have you there then this writ. GUimess sir John Willes, 
knight, at Westminster, the sixteenth day of April, in the twenty- 
eighth year of our reign. 


The within-named Charles Long is not found in my bailiwick. 


- GEDMRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth ; to 


APPENDIX. xvii 


the sheriff of Berkshire, greeting. @#%e command you that you 
take Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, tf he may be 
found in your bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that you may 
have his body, before our justices at Westminster, on the morrow 
of the holy Trinity, to answer to William Burton, gentleman, of a 
plea, that he render to him two hundred pounds which he owes 
him and unjustly detains, as he saith, and whereupon our sheriff 
of Oxfordshire hath made a returri to our justices at Westminster, 
at a certain day now past, that the aforesaid Charles 1s not found 
in his bailiwick; and thereupon it is testified in our said court, 
that the aforesaid Charles lurks, wanders, and runs about in your 
county. And have you there then this writ. @Uitness sir John 
Willes, knight, at Westminster, the seventh day of May, in the 
twenty-eighth year of our reign. 


By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have taken the body of 
the within-named Charles Long; which I have ready at the day 
and place within contained, according as by this writ it is com- 
manded me. 


“ Or, upon the Return of Non est inventus upon the first 
“ Capias, the Plaintiff may sue out an Alias and a Pluries, 


“ and thence proceed to Outlawry ; thus: 


the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
« France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; 
to the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Ge command you as 
formerly we commanded you, that you take Charles Long, late 
of Burford, gentleman, if he may be found in your bailwick, 
and him safely keep, so that you may have his body before our 
justices at Westminster, on the morrow of the holy Trinity, to 
answer to William Burton, gentleman, of a plea, that he render 
to him two hundred poynds, which he owes hin, and unjustly 
detains, ashe saith. And have you there then this writ. @it- 
nees sir John Willes, knight, at Westminster, the seventh day 
of May, in the twenty-eighth year of our reign. 


¢ 
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“© The within-named Charles Long is not found in my baili- 
“ wick. 


See the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of* the faith, and so forth ; 
to the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. @e command you, as 
we have more than once commanded you, that you — 
Charles Long, late of nie? oo if he may be 
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NOI =“ in your bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that you may have 

“ his body before our justices at Westminster, from the day of 
the holy Trinity in three weeks, to answer to William Burton, 
gentleman, of a plea, that he render to him two hundred 
pounds, which he owes him and unjustly detains, as he saith, 
and have you there then this writ. Qimess sir John Willes, 
knight, at Westminster, the thirtieth day of May, in the twenty- 
eighth year of our reign. 


F SL -o nn 2 n~ 
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Sheriff's  “ The within-named Charles Long is not found jn my baili- 


* return. “ wick. 

«© Non est 

 inventus. 

« Eng “ GEMRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 


«“facas. France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth ; 
to the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. @e command you, 
that you cause Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, to be 
required from county court to county court, until, according 
to the law and custom of our realm of England, he be outlawed, 
if he doth not appear: and if he doth appear, then take him 
and cause him to be safely kept, so that you may have his 
body before our justices at Westminster, on the morrow of All 
Souls, to answer to William Burton, gentleman, of a plea, that 
he render to him two hundred pounds, which he owes him and 
unjustly detains, as he saith , and whereupon you have returned 
to our justices at Westminster from the day of the holy Trinity 
in three weeks, that he is not found in your bailiwick. And 
have you there then this writ. ines sir John Willes, knight, 
at Westminster, the eighteenth day of June, in the twenty- 
eighth year of our reign. 
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* Sheriffs  “¢ By virtue of this writ to me directed, at my county court 
“ return, held at Oxford, in the county of. Oxford, on Thursday the 
twenty-first day of June, in the twenty-ninth year of the reign 
of the lord the king within written, the within-named Charles 
Long was required the first time, and did not appear: and at 
my county court held at Oxford aforesaid, on Thursday the 
twenty-fourth day of July, in the year aforesaid, the said Charles 
“ Tertio  “ Long was required the second time, and did not appear: and 
“enactt < at my county court held at Oxford aforeaid, on Thursday the 

‘¢ twenty-first day of August in the year aforesaid, the said 

_ Charles Long was required the third time, and did not appear: 
“ Quarto “ and at my county court held at Oxford aforesaid, on Thursday 
“eractus 4 the eighteenth day of September, in the year aforesaid, the 

“ said Charles Long was required the fourth time, and did not 
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appear: and at my county court held at Oxford aforesaid, on N° IIL 


Thursday, the sixteenth day of October, in the year aforesaid, 
the said Charles Long was required the fifth time, and did not 
appear: therefore the said Charles Long, by the judgment of 
the coroners of the said lord the king, of the county aforesaid, 


according to the law and custom of the kingdom of England, is 
outlawed. 


the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth ; 
to the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Whereas by our writ 
we have lately commanded you that you should cause Charles 
Long, late of Burford, gentleman, to be required from county 
court to county court, until according to the law and custom of 
our realm of England he should be outlawed, if he did not 
appear: and if he did appear, then that you should take him 
and cause him to be safely kept, so that you might have his 
body before our justices at Westminster, on the morrow of All 
Souls, to answer to William Burton, gentleman, of a plea, that 
he render to him two hundred pounds, which he owes him and 
unjustly detains, as he saith: @berefore we command you, by 
virtue of the statute in the thirty-first year of the lady Eliza- 
beth late queen of England made and provided, that you cause 
the said Charles Long to be proclaimed upon three several 
days according to the form of that statute; (whereof one pro- 
clamation shall be made at or near the most usual door of the 
church of the parish wherein he inhabits,) that he render him- 
self unto you, so that you may have his body before our justices 
at Westminster at the day aforesaid to answer the said William 
Burton of the plea aforesaid. And have you there then this 
writ. @@imess sir John Willes, knight, at Westminster, the 
eighteenth day of June, in the twenty-eighth year of our reign. 


“ By virtue of this writ to me directed, at my county court 
held at Oxford, in the county of Oxford, on Thursday the 
twenty-sixth day of June, in the twenty-ninth year of the reign 
of the lord the king within-written, I caused to be proclaimed 
the first time ; and at the general quarter sessions of the peace, 
held at Oxford aforesaid, on Tuesday the fifteenth daf of July 
in the year aforesaid, I caused to be proclaimed the second 
time; and at the most usual door of the church of Burford 
within-written, on Sunday the third day of August in the year 
aforesaid, immediately after divine service, one month at the 
least before the within-named Charles Long was required the 
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Wii, << fith time, I caused to be proclaimed the third time, that the 
\wsimyame? % paid Charles Long should render himself unto me, as withm it 
“ ig commanded me. 


“ Copiasu. = GEDRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
lagatum- + France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth; 
“ to the sheriff of Berkshire, greeting. @Me command you, that 

“ you omit not by reason of any liberty of your county, but that 

“ you take Charles Long, late of Burford in the county of Oxford, 

«“ pentleman, (being outlawed im the said county of Oxford, on 

“ Thursday, the sixteenth day of October last past, at the suit of 

«“ William Burton, gentleman, of a plea of debt, as the sheriff of 

“ Oxfordshire aforesaid returned to our justices at Westminster 

“on the morrow of All Souls then next ensuing,) if the said 

“‘ Charles Long may be found in your bailiwick , and him safely 

keep, so that you may have his body before our justices at 
«¢ Westminster, from the day of saint Martin in fifteen days to do 
“ and receive what our court shall consider concernmg him in 
this behalf. @@imess sir John Willes, knight, at Westminster, 
the sixth day of November in the twenty-ninth year of our 


“ reign. 
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“ Sheriff's * By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have taken the body 


return. ¢ of the withm-named Charles Long, which I have ready at the 
°” « day and place within-contained, according as by this writ it 1s 

* commanded me. 
“« §3, * Bill of Middlesex and Latitat thereupon in the Court of 

King’s Bench. 

& Bill of “ cacti “ Ohe Sher is commanded that he take 
 Middle- “ to wit. “ Charles Long, late of Burford in the county 
: cal « of Oxford, if he may be found in his baihwick, and him safely 


nw 


keep, so that he may have his body before the lord the king at 
‘«¢ Westminster, on Wednesday next after fifteen days of Easter, 
“ to answer William Burton, gentleman, of a plea of trespass ; 
“ Acetiam “ {and also to a bill of the said Wiliam against the aforesaid 
“in debt. « Charles, for two hundred pounds of debt, according to the 


* Note, that § 3, and § 4. are the usual methods of process, to compel an 
appearance in the courts of kang’s bench and exchequer ; in which the practice of 
those courts does principally differ from that of the court of common ples; the 
subsequent stages of proceedings being nearly alike ia them all. 
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* gystom of the court of the said lord the king, before the king N® II, 
“ himself to be exhibited;] and that he have there then this ~— —~ 
“ precept. 


“ The withm-named Charles Long is not found in my baili- * carina 
“ wick, ‘ pone 
tnventus. 


~ 
= 


the second, by the grace of God of Great Bri- 
tain, France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so 
forth, to the sheriff of Berkshire, greeting. @Upereas we lately 
commanded our sheriff of Middlesex, that he should take 
Charles Long, late of Burford in the county of Oxford, if he 
might be found in his bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that 
he might be before us at Westminster at a certain day now 
past, to answer unto William Burton, gentleman, of a plea of | 
trespass , [and algo to a bill of the said William against the “ 4c enam, 
aforesaid Charles, for two hundred pounds of debt, according 
to the custom of our court, before us to be exhibited ,] and 
our said sheriff of Middlesex at that day returned to us that 
the aforesaid Charles was not found im his bailiwick; where« 
upon on behalf of the aforesaid William in our court before ug 
‘‘ it 1s sufficiently attested, that the aforesaid Charles lurks and 
runs about in your county. @bherefore we command you, that 
you take him, if he may be found in your bailiwick, and him 
safely keep, so that you may have his body before us at West- 
minster on Tuesday next after five weeks of Easter, to answer 
to the aforesaid William of the plea [and bill] aforesaid ; and 
have you there then this writ. @Uimees sir Dudley Ryder, 
knight, at Westminster, the eighteenth day of April m the 
twenty-eighth year of our reign. 
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“ By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have taken the body “ Sheriff's 
of the within-named Charles Long ; which I have ready at the . pees 
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day and place within-contained according as by this writ it is « pus 


commanded me. 
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“ §4, Writ of Quo Minus zn the Exchequer. 


the second, by the grace of God of Great Bri- 

tain, France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so 

forth ; to the sheriff of Berkskire, greeting. Se command you, 

that you omit not by reason of any liberty of your county, 
MM 8 
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N° IM]. “ but that you enter the same, and take Charles Long, late of 
\ammyeme/ << Burford, in the county ef Oxferd, gentleman, wheresoever he 


*¢ Sheriff's 
“+ return. 
“¢ Cem core 
at pus. 


Bail-bond 
to the ske- 
riff, 


€ 


wn 


shall be found in your bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that 
you may have his body before the barons of our exchequer at 
‘ Westminster, on the morrow of the Holy Trinity, to answer 
‘ William Burton our debtor of a plea that he render to him two 
hundred pounds which he owes him and unjustly detains, 
whereby he 1s the less able to satisfy us the debts which he 
owes us at our said exchequer, as he saith he can reasonably 
shew that the same he ought to render: and have you there 
this writ. @@itness sir Thomas Parker, knight, at Westmin- 
“ ster, the sixth day of May, in the twenty-eighth year of our 


“ reign. 
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“ By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have taken the body 
“ of the withm-named Charles Long ; which I have ready before 
‘¢ the barons within-written, according as within it 1s commanded 
“ me.” 


5. Special Bail; on the Arrest of the Defendant, pursuant to the 
Testatum Caplas, 2 page xvi. 


iKnotm all men by these presents, that we Charles Long of Bur- 
ford in the county of Oxford, gentleman, Peter Hammond of Bix 
in the said county, yeoman, and Edward Thomlinson of Woed- 
stock in the said county, innholder, are held and firmly bound 
to Christopher Jones, esquire, sheriff of the county of Berks, in 
four hundred pounds of lawful money of Great Britain, to be 
paid to the said sheriff, or his certain attorney, executors, ad- 
muinistrators, or assigns; for which payment well and truly to be 
made, we bind ourselves and each of us by himself for the whole 
and in gross, our and every of our heirs, executors, and admi- 
nistrators, firmly by these presents, sealed with our seals. Dated 
the fifteenth day of May in the twenty-eighth year of the reign 
of our sovereign lord George the second, by the grace of God 
king of Great Britain, France, and Ireland, defender of the faith, 
and so forth, and in the year of our Lord one thousand seven 
hundred and fifty-five. 


Whe condition of this obligation is such, that if the above-bounden 


, Charles Long do appear before the justices of our sovereign lord 


the king at Westminster, on the morrow of the holy Trinity, to 
answer William Burton, gentleman, of a plea of debt of two hun- 
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dred pounds, then this obligation shall be void and of none effect, N° Ill. 
or else shall be and remain in full force and virtue. 


Sealed, and delivered, being Charles Long. (L.S.) 
first duly stamped, in the Peter Hammond. (L.S.) 
presence of Edward Thomlinson (L.S.) 
Henry Shaw. 
Timothy Griffith. 


ou Charles Long do acknowledge to owe unto the plaintiff Recognt. 
four hundred pounds, and you John Rose and Peter Hammond 28nce of 
do severally acknowledge to owe unto the same person the sum of pany vetore 

Af cf P Sum OF the com- 

two hundred pounds a-piece, to be levied upon your several goods mussioner. 
and chattels, lands and tenements, upon contntion that, if the de- 
fendant be condemned in the action, he shall pay the condémn- 
ation, or render himself a prisoner in the Fleet for the same; and, 
if he fail so to do, you John Rose and Peter Hammond do under- 
take to do it for him. 


Trinity Term, 28 Geo. IE 
Berks, Mn a Testatum Camas from Oxfordshire against Bailpiece. 
to wit. § Charles Long, late of Burford in the county of Ox- 

ford, gentleman, returnable on the morrow of the holy Trinity, 

at the suit of William Burton, of a plea of debt of two hundred 

pounds ; 


bail are, John Rose of Witney, in the county of Oxford, 
esquire. Peter Hammond of Bix, in the said county, yeoman. 


Richard Price, attorney 
for the defendant. 


The party himself in £400. 
Each of the bail in #200. 


Taken and ackhowledged the twenty-eighth 
day of May, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand seven hundred and fifty-five de 
bene esse, before me, . 


Robert Grove, 
e é 
one of the commissioners. 
MM 4& * 
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§6. The Record, as removed by Writ of Exxon. 


he ord the king hath given in charge to his trusty and 

loved sir John Willes, knight, his writ closed in these words: 
@eorge the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, France, 
and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth , to our trusty 
and beloved sir John Willes, knight, greeting. %ecause in the 
record, and process, and also in the giving of judgment, of the 
plaint which was in our court before you, and your fellows, our 
justices of the bench, by our writ, between William Burton, gen- 
tleman, and Charles Long, late of Burford in the county of Ox- 
ford, gentleman, of a certain debt of two hundred pounds, which 
the said William demands of the said Charles, manifest error hath 
intervened, to the great damage of him the said William, as we 
from his complaint are informed : we, being willing that the error, 
if any there be, should be corrected in due manner, and that full 
and speedy justice should be done to the parties aforesaid in this 
behalf, do command you, that if judgment thereof be given, then 
under your seal you do distinctly and openly send the record and 
process of the plamt aforesaid, with all things concerning them 
and this writ; so that we may have them from the day of Easter 
in fifteen days, wheresoever we shall then be m England; that 
the record and process aforesaid being inspected, we may cause 
to be done thereupon, for correcting that error, what of nght 
and according to the law and custom of our realm of England 
ought to be done. G@Mitnese ourself at Westminster, the twelfth 
day of February, in the twenty-ninth year of our reign. 


@bhe record and process, whereof in the said writ mention above 
is made, follow in these words, to wit: 


Therecord. Pieas at Westminster, before sir John Willes, knight, and his 


brethren, justices of the bench of the lord the king at Westmin- 
ster, of the term of the holy Trinity, in the twenty-eighth year 
of the reign of the lord Gzores the second, by the grace of 
God, of Great Britain, France, and Ireland king, defender of 
the faith, &c. 


Oxon, Cparies Long, late of Burford in the county afore- 
to aa said, gentleman, was summoned to answer William 


« Burton of Yarnton in the said county, gentleman, of a plea that 


he render unto him two hundred pounds, which he owes him and 
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unjustly detains, [as he saith.} nv tobereupen the said William, 
by Thomas Gough, his attorney, complains, that whereas on the 
first day of December, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-four, at Banbury in this county, the said 
Charles by his writing obligatory did acknowledge himself to be 
bound to the said William in the said sum of two hundred pounds 
of lawful money of Great Britain, to be paid to the said William, 
whenever after the said Charles should be thereto required ; 
nevertheless the said Charles (although often required) hath not 
paid to the said William the said sum of two hundred pounds, 
nor any part thereof, but hitherto altogether hath refused, and 
doth still refuse, to render the same; wherefore he saith that he 
is injured, and hath damage to the value of ten pounds: and 
thereupon he brings suit, [and good proof.} nb he brings here 
into court the writing obligatory aforesaid; which testifies the 
debt aforesaid in form aforesaid ; the date whereof ts the day and 
year before mentioned. Anu the aforesaid Charles, by Richard 
Price his attorney, comes and defends the force and injury when 
[and where it shall behove him,] and craves oyer of the said 
writing obligatory, and it 1s read unto him [in the form aforesaid]: 
he likewise craves oyer of the condition of the said writmg, and 
it 18 read unto him im these words: “ The condition of this ob- 
“ ligation is such, that if the above-bounden Charles Long, his 
“ heirs, executors, and admunistrators, and every of them, shall 
“ and do from time to time, and at all times hereafter, well 
“ and truly stand to, obey, observe, fulfil, and keep, the award, 
‘“ arbitrament, order, rule, judgment, final end, and determin 
“ ation, of David Stiles, of Woodstock in the said county, clerk, 
“ and Henry Bacon, of Woodstock aforesaid, gentleman, (arbi- 
trators indifferently nominated and chosen by and between the 
said Charles Long and the above-named William Burton, to 
“ arbitrate, award, order, rule, judge, and determine, of all and 
all manner of actions, cause or causes of action, suits, plaints, 
debts, duties, reckonings, accounts, controversies, trespasses, 
and demands whatsoever had, moved, or depending, or which 
might have been had, moved, or depending, by and between 
the said parties, for any matter, cause, or thing, from the be- 
ginning of the world until the day of the date hereof) which 
the said arbitrators shal! make and publish, of or in the pre- 
“ mises, in writing under their hands and seals, or otherwise by 
“ word of mouth, in the presence of two credible witnesses, on 
“ or before the first day of January next ensuing the date hereof; 
“ then this obligation to be void and of none effect, or else to be 
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heard, the said Charles prays leave to impar] therein here until 
the octave of the holy Trinity ; and it is granted unto him. The 
same day is given unto the said William Burton here, &c. At 
which day, to wit, on the octave of the holy Trinity, here come 
as well the said William Burton as the said Charles Long, by 
their attorneys aforesaid: and hereupon the said William prays 
that the said Charles may answer to his writ and count aforesaid. 
@nb the aforesaid Charles defends the force and injury, when, 
&c, and saith that the said William ought not to have or main- 
tain his said action against him; because he saith, that the said 
David Stiles and Henry Bacon, the arbitrators before named in 
the said condition, did not make any such award, arbitrament, 
order, rule, judgment, final end, or determination, of or in the 
premises above specified in the said condition, on or before the 
first day of January, in the condition aforesaid above-mentioned, 
according to the form and effect of the said condition, and this 
he is ready to verify. Wherefore he prays judgment, whether 
the said William ought to‘have or maintain his said action thereof 
against him [and that he may go thereof without a day. nb 
the aforesaid William saith, that for any thing above alleged by 
the said Charles in pleading, he ought not to be precluded from 
having his said action thereof against him , because he saith, that 
after the making of the said writing obligatory, and before the 
said first day of January, to wit, on the twenty-sixth day of De- 
cember, in the year aforesaid, at Banbury aforesaid, in the pre- 
sence of two credible witnesses, namely, John Dew of Chalbury, 
in the county aforesaid, and Richard Morris of Wytham in the 
county of Berks, the said arbitrators undertook the charge of the 
award, arbitrament, order, rule, judgment, final end, and deter- 
mination aforesaid, of and in the premises specified in the con- 
dition aforesaid; and then and there made and published their 
award by word of mouth in manner and form following, that is to 
say: The said arbitrators did award, order, and adjudge, that he 
the said Charles Long should forthwith pay to the said William 
Burton the sum of seventy-five pounds, and that thereupon all 
differences between them at the time of the making the said 
writing obligatory should finally cease and determine. And the 
said William further saith, that although he afterwards, to wit, on 
the sixth day of January, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-five, at Banbury aforesaid, requested the 
said Charles to pay to him the said William the said seventy-five 
pounds, yet (by protestation that the said Charles hath not stood 
to, dbeyed, observed, fulfilled, or kept any part of the said award, 
which by him the said Charles ought to have been stood to, 
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obeyed, observed, fulfilled, and kept) for further plea therein he 
saith, that the said Charles the said seventy-five pounds to the 
said William hath not hitherto paid: and this he is ready to verify, 
wherefore he prays judgment, and his debt aforesaid, together 
with his damages occasioned by the detention of the said debt, 
to be adjudged unto him, &c. nbd the aforesaid Charles saith, 
that the plea aforesaid, by him the said Willhwm in manner and 
form aforesaid above in his replication pleaded, and the matter in 
the same contained, are in nowise sufficient in law for the said 
William to have or maintain his action aforesaid, thereupon 
against him the said Charles: to which the said Charles hath no 
necessity, neither is he obliged by the law of the land, in any 
manner to answer: and this he 1s ready to verify. Wherefore 
for want of a sufficient replication in this behalf the said Charles, 
as aforesaid, prays judgment, and that the aforesaid Willram may 
be precluded from having his action aforesaid, thereupon against 
him, &c. And the said Charles, according to the form of the 
statute in that case made and provided, *shews to the court here 
the causes of demurrer following, to wit, that it doth not appear, 
by the replication aforesaid, that the said arbitrators made the 
same award in the presence of two credible witnesses on or before 
the said first day of January, as they ought to have done, accord- 
ing to the form and effect of the condition aforesaid ; and that 
the replication aforesaid 1s uhcertain, insufficient, and wants form. 
@nu the aforesaid William saith, that the plea aforesaid by him 
the said William in manner and form aforesaid above in his res 
plication pleaded, and the matter in the same contained, are good, 
and sufficient in law for the said William to have and maintain 
the said action of him the said William thereupon against the 
said Charles: which said plea, and the matter therein contained, 
the said Willam is ready to verify and prove as the court shall 
award; and because the aforesaid Charles hath not answered to 
that plea, nor hath he hitherto in any manner denied the same, 
the said William as before prays judgment, and his debt aforesaid, 
together with his damages occasioned by the detention of that 
debt, to be adjudged unto him, &c. And becauge the justices here 
will advise themselves of and upon the premises before they give 
judgment thereupon, a day is thereupon given to the parties afore. 
said here, until the morrow of All Souls, to hear their judgment 
thereupon, for that the said justices here are not yet advised 
thereof. At which day here come as well the said Charles as the 
said William, by their said attorneys; and because the said jugs 
tices here will farther advise themselves of and upon the premises 
before they give judgment thereupon, a day is farther given to. 
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the parties aforesaid here until the octave of saint Hilary, to hear 
their judgment thereupon, for that the said justices here are not 
yet advised thereof. At which day here come as well the said 
William Burton as the said Charles Long, by their said attorneys. 
GUMberefere, the record and matters aforesaid having been seen, 
and by the justices here fully understood, and all and singular 
the premises being examined, and mature deliberatron being had 
thereupon; for that it seems to the said justices here, that the 
ssid plea of the said William Burton before in his replication 
pleaded, and the matter therein contained, are not sufficient in 
law, to have and maintain the action of the aforesaid William 
against the aforesaid Charles: therefore st 18 considered, that the 
aforesaid William take nothing by his writ aforesaid, but that he 
and his pledges of prosecuting, to wit, John Doe and Richard Roe, 
be in mercy for his false complaint, and that the aforesaid Charles 
go thereof without a day, &c. nv it 19 farther conardered, that the 
aforesaid Charles do recover against the aforesaid William eleven 
pounds and seven shillings, for his costs and charges by him about 
his defence in this behalf sustained, adjudged by the court here 
to the said Charles with his consent, according to the form of the 
statute in that case made and provided: and that the aforesaid 
Charles may have execution thereof, &c. 


Afterwards, to wit, on Wednesday next after fifteen days of 
Easter in this same term, before the lord the king, at West- 
minster, comes the aforesaid Wilham Burton, by Peter Manwa- 
ring his attorney, and saith, that in the record and process afore- 
said, and alsoin the giving of the judgment in the plant aforesaid, 
it 18 manifestly erred in this, to wit, that the judgment aforesaid 
was given in form aforesaid for the said Charles Long against the 
aforesaid William Burton, where by the law of the land judgment 
should have been given for the said William Burton against the 
said Charles Long; and this he 1s ready to verify. Gnd the said 
William prays the writ of the said lord the king, to warn the said 
Charles Long to be before the said lord the king, to hear the 
record and precess aforesaid: and it is granted unto him: by 
which the sheriff aforesaid is commanded that by good [and 
lawful men of his bailiwick] he cause the aforesaid Charles Long 
to know, that he be before the Jord the king from the day of 
Easter in five weeks, wheresoever [he shall then be in England, ] 
to hear the record and process aforesaid, if [it shall have hap- 
ore that in the same any error shall have intervened ;] and 

her [to do and receive what the court of the lord the king 
shall consider in this hehalf.] The same day is given to the 
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aforesaid William Burton. Gt tabich vay before the lord the king, 
at Westminster, comes the aforesaid William Burton, by bis 
attorney aforesaid: and the sheriff returns, that by virtue of the 
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turn; 


writ aforesaid to him directed he had caused the said Charles fer. 


Long to know, that he be before the lord the king at the time 
aforesaid in the said writ contained, by John Den and Richard 
Fen, good, &c.; as by the same writ was commanded him: which 
said Charles Long, according to the warning given him in this 
behalf, here cometh by Thomas Webb his attorney. @&bereupon 
the said William saith, that in the record and process aforesaid, 
and also in the giving of the judgment aforesaid, it 1s manifestly 
erred, alleging the error aforesaid by him in the form aforesaid 
alleged, and prays, that the judgment aforesaid fer the ervor 
aforesaid, and others, in the record and process aforesaid being, 
may be reversed, annulled, and entirely for nothing esteemed, and 
that the said Charles may rejoin tq the errors aforesaid, and that 
the court of the said lord the king here may proceed to the exa- 
mination as well of the record and process aforesaid, as of the 
matter aforesaid above for error assigned. S&np the said Charles 
saith, that neither in the record and process aforesaid, nor in the 
giving of the judgment aforesaid, in any thing is there erred ; and 
he prays in hke manner that the court of the said lord the king 
here may proceed to the examination as well of the record and 
process aforesaid, as of the matters aforesaid above for error 
assigned. And because the court of the lord the king here is not 
yet advised what judgment to give of and upon the premises, a 
day 1s thereof given to the parties aforesaid until the morrow of 
the holy Trinity, before the lord the king, wheresoever he shall 
then be in England to hear their judgment of and upon the pre- 
mises, for that the court of the lord the king here is not yet ad- 
vised thereof. At which day before the lord the king, at Weat- 
minster, come the parties aforesaid by their attorneys aforesaid : 

Gibereupon, as well the record and process aforesaid, and the judg- 
ment thereupon given, as the matters aforesaid, by the said 
William above for error assigned, being seen, and by the court of 
the lord the king here being fully understood, and mature deliber- 
ation being thereupon had, for that it appears to the court of the 
lord the king here, that in the record and process aforesaid, and 
also in the giving of the judgment aforesaid, it is manifestly erred, 
therefore it istensinered, that the judgment aforesaid, for the error 
aforesaid and others, in the record and process aforesaid, be re- 
versed, annulled, and entirely«for nothing esteemed ; and that the. 
aforesaid William recover against the aforesaid Charles his debt. 
aforesaid, aug also fifty pounds for his damages, which he hath sus- 
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tained, as well on occasion of the detention of the said debt, as for 
his costs and charges unto which he hath been put about his suit 
in this behalf, to the said William with his consent by the court 
of the lord the king here adjudged. And the said Charles in 
mercy. # 


§ 7. Process of Executton. 


GEDRGEE the second, by the grace of God of God of Great 
Britain, France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so 
forth ; to the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. @e command you, 
that you take Charles Long, late of Burford, gentleman, if he 
may be found in your bailiwick, and him safely keep, so that you 
may have his body before us in three weeks from the day of the 
holy Trinity, wheresoever we éhall then be in England, to satisfy 
Wilham Burton, for two hundred pounds debt, which the said 
Wifliam Burton hath Jately reqovered against him in our court 
befoFe us, and also fifty pounds which were adjudged in our said 
court before us to the said William Burton, for his damages which 
he has sustained, as well by occasion of the detention of the said 
debt, as for his costs and charges to which he hath been put 
about his suit in this behalf, whereof the said Charles Long is 
convicted, as it appears to us of record: and have you there then 
this writ. @Mitness sir Thomas Denison*, knight, at Westminster, 
the nineteenth day of June, in the twenty-ninth year of our 
reign. 


: : 

By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have taken the body of 
the within-named Charles Long; which I have ready before the 
lord the king, at Westminster, at the day within-written, as within 
it is commanded ime. 


GEDIRGE the second, by the grace of God of Great Britain, 
France, and Ireland king, defender of the faith, and so forth ; to 
the sheriff of Oxfordshire, greeting. Ge command you that of 
the goods and chattels within your bailiwick of Charles Long, 
late of Burford, gentlemari, you cause to be made two hundred 
pounds debt, which William Burton lately in our court before us 
at Westminster hath recovered against him, and als6 fifty pounds 


which were adjudged in our court before us té’the said William, 


or his damages which he hath sustained, as well by occasion of 


* ‘Tue senior puisne justice ; there being no chief-yustice that term. 
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+ 4 
the detention of his said debt, as for his costd and charges to 


which he hath been put about his suit in this behalf, whereof the — 


said Charles Long is convicted, as it appears to us of record,; and 
have that money before us in three weeks from the day of: the 
holy Trinity, wheresoever we shall then be in England, to render 
to the said William of his debt and damages aforesaid: and have 
there then this writ. Witness sir Thomas Denison, knight, at 
Westminster, the nineteenth day of June, in the twenty-ninth year 
of our reign. 


By virtue of this writ to me directed, I have caused to be made 
of the goods and chattels of the within-written Charles Long, 
two hundred and fifty pounds: which I have ready before the 
lord the king at Westminster at the day within-written, as it is 
within commanded me. 
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